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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Donne THE aBsENcE of Mr. Justice Pxanson on circuit, Mr. 
te Denman will assist in trying actions in the Chancery Divi- 





“Itis unpenrstoop that the four Inns of Court have come to an 

‘ ent as to providing a library for the use of the bar in the 
Royal Courts of Justice. The room set apart for the purpose is 
ituste immediately over the Court of Appeal, No. 1. 





“Tue POINTED REFERENCE made by the Lorp Cuancetzor in his 
ech at the Mansion House to the intention to make provision for 
uilitating the transaction of business in the Chancery Paymaster’s 
fice, indicates that the proposed rules for that office, to which we 

ive several times referred as under consideration, are now to be 

with. 





OBSERVE with regret that the order under the Public Records 
tt, which appeared in a recent issue of the London Gazette, pro- 
for the destruction of certain valueless documents of the 
offices mentioned in the order, did not apply to any offices 
@ Chancery Division. All the more valuable documents of 
r offices are periodically sent to the Public Record Office, 
t is at present a vast accumulation of documents of no 
which cannot be destroyed without a similar sanction, and 
take up a large amount of room in the building of the 

uy Courts of Justice and other places. 
3 
“Ter Lorp Cxancettor, in his speech at the Mansion House last 
‘Wek, is reported to have said that ‘they hoped to see what im- 
vement could be made in the circuit system, so as to obtain a 
economy of power, and to relieve the judges, and at the 
time to meet, as far as they could, the want, which was 
ally increasing, of a more local administration of justice in 
at centres of population.” These remarks seem to point 
tds the greater concentration of assizes, and by this means, no 
some days might be saved on many circuits. We do not 
however, that it will be of much use to diminish the 
ier of assize towns while the judges are compelled to 
Wai four assizes in the year. We have never been able to 
Myer much solid ground for the notion to which the increase in 
umber of assizes owed its origin. Beyond all doubt a con- 
Métable majority of prisoners are guilty; of those who are 
ited, it been said, on high judicial authority, that ‘it 
Would be teo much to affirm that the majority are innocent” ; and 
df the minority of those who are innocent probably only a small 
on were ever kept in gaol untried for an unreasonable time. 
ut admitting that it is a grievous evil to keep any untried prisoners 
ri m gaol, is there no mode of remedying the evil except com- 





Wing the judges to deliver the gaol once a quarter? Lord 
E's suggestion that the powers of admitting prisoners to 
Mi should be extended is one mode, and the extension of the 
on of quarter sessions and re-arrangement of the times 
af holding em is another. The adoption of either course, 
» COM by a diminution in the number of assizes held in the 
Would prevent the great waste of judicial power which at 

Occurs. 


; 





No tre should be lost by the profession in studying Mr. Rem’s 
‘‘ Bill to amend the Statute of Frauds,” which passed a second 
reading on Wednesday last sub silentio; which is one of the very 
few Bills not blocked by Mr. Warton; and which may now be 
considered as having just a chance of becoming law in a couple of 
months. By this bold little measure it is proposed to enact that 
where, by the Statute of Frauds or any statutory amend- 
ment thereof “any contract ought to be in writing, or 
signed or sealed by any person,” any party to an action 
‘against whom the absence of such writing or signature is 
relied on” may ‘‘ interrogate in writing or by word of mouth any 
other party to such action as to such contract, and require him te 
answer upon oath whether the same was made, and what were the 
terms thereof.” If it appears, “‘ either by such answer or other- 
wise by admission of such party,” that “there was a contract 
otherwise sufficient in law,” such contract so stated or admitted is 
to be ‘‘ deemed a good contract, and capable of being enforced in 
law between the said parties, notwithstanding the same was not in 
writing, or signed or sealed, as required by law”—with a saving 
for the right to refuse to answer criminating questions. Clause 2 
provides for answers by officers of corporations, trustees in bank- 
ruptcy, and liquidators of companies; and clause 3 provides 
that ‘‘in this Act the word ‘action’ includes any proceeding in 
bankruptcy, or in the liquidation of any company, or in the admin- 
istration of any estate ;”’ and so ends this remarkably revolutionary 
project. The preamble to the Bill sets forth that ‘‘it is desirable 
to prevent justice being defeated by technicalities,” but it is, 
perhaps, even more important to prevent injustice from being accom- 
plished by means of perjury. The Statute of Frauds was, as the 
preamble thereto recites, enacted ‘for prevention of many fraudu- 
lent practices, which are commonly endeavoured to be upheld by 
perjury and subornation” ; and we think the curious little Bill 
before us, if passed into law, would result in increasing perjuries 
to an alarming extent, and dangerously confusing and disturbing 
the law of contract. 





Tue Remuneration Orper, as a recent writer points out, leaves 
open to solicitors no fewer than eight different courses in refer- 
ence to sales by auction. The Gloucestershire Law Society 
have discovered a ninth course. They propose that the solicitor 
shall prepare and issue all advertisements, handbills, and particu- 
lars, and that the auctioneer shall receive payment for inspecting 
the property before the sale and for officiating in the auction-room 
according to a scale which rises by successive guineas from a fee 
of £1 1s. where the price of the gs iy sold does not exceed 
£100, to a fee of £10 10s. where the price does not exceed £10,000. 
The fee proposed by the scale is calculated on ‘the price of the 
property sold,” from which it might be supposed that the auction- 
eer’s charge could not be ascertained until after the sale, 
and was to depend on the price realized. We gather, however, 
from the circular which has been issued to the members of the 
society, that the scale is intended as a guide to the solicitor in 
arranging with the auctioneer before the sale the fixed sum which 
the latter is to be paid. The committee of the society think that 
by an agreement to be made on each sale for payment of the 
auctioneer by a fixed sum, ascertained in this way, the provision of 
rule 11 in Schedule I., Part I., will be rendered inapplicable, and 
the solicitor will be able to obtain the scale charge for conducting 
the sale. The suggestion is ingenious, and as the committee in- 
cludes some of the acutest and ablest practitioners to be found 
among country solicitors, it deserves careful consideration. We 
have, however, grave doubts as to the validity of the arrangement 
proposed. It rests entirely on the assumption that the word “‘com- 
mission” in rule 11—‘‘ where no commission is paid by the client 
to the auctioneer”—will be construed by the taxing officers in 
its strict sense of an allowance directly calculated on the value 
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or price of the property sold, and as not including a fixed 
fee. But it should be observed that in the Order the words 
“commission” and “fees” are apparently used as synonymous 
expressions. For instance, in rule 1 in Schedule I., Part I., we 
have the scale allowance for deducing title, &e., deseribed as ‘the 
commission for deducing title,” while, in rule 6 in the same sched- 
ule, the scale allowance for investigating title is spoken of as ‘‘the 
above fees for investigating title.” It is quite possible that rule 
11 may be taken to mean that the scale for conducting a sale by 
auction shall apply only in cases where no commission or fee is 
paid by the client to an auctioneer. And even if the word ‘“ com- 
mission ” is construed in its strict sense, we do not feel clear that 
the mere device of a separate bargain entered into with the 
auctioneer on each sale for his payment by a sum ascertained by a 
scale caleulated according to the price of the property sold would 
suffice to exclude the provision of rule 11 in Schedule I. Inde- 
dendently of these doubts, we think that any plan which involves 
the performance by the solicitor of the functions hitherto performed 
by the auctioneer will be found in the long run to be neither to 
the advantage of the solicitor nor his clients. 





Muct controversy arose, in the debate on Tuesday last, in the 
Grand Committee on the Criminal Procedure Bill, upon the 
question whether the inquiry authorized by clause 12 to take 
place, although no particular person should be charged with an 
offence, ought to take place in open court or not. As the clause 
stands, this is left unprovided for, except by the vague direction of 
clause 49 that the provisions of Parts II. and III. of the Bill shall 
supersede the Indictable Offences Act and the Petty Sessions 
(Ireland) Act, 1851, but that all other provisions contained in such 
Acts shall remain in force. Turning to the two Acts in question, 
we find that the Indictable Offences Act, 1848 (Jervis’s Act), by 
section 19, enacts that the room or building in which the justices 
conduct an inquiry preliminary to committal for an indictable 
offence shall not be deemed an open court for that purpose; but 
that it shall be lawful for the justices, in their discretion, to order 
that no person shall have access to such building ‘‘if it appear to 
them that the ends of justice will be best answered by so 
doing,” and that the Petty Sessions (Ireland) Act, s. 9, sub- 
section 1, is to a similar effect. Whether clause 49 would 
have the effect of incorporating these provisions is extremely 
doubtful, and it is desirable that the law should be made 
express upon so important a point. Neither in the Explosives 
Act, s. 6, recently passed, nor in the Irish Crime Act, 1882, s. 
16, sub-section 1, is the intention of the Legislature by any 
means as clear as it should be. Both those sections (the former 
being, in this respect, almost an exact copy of the latter) enact 
that ‘‘the law relating to the compelling of the attendance of a 
witness before a justice, and to a witness attending before a justice 
and required to give evidence concerning the matter of an informa- 
tion or complaint, shall apply to compelling the attendance of a 
witness for examination and to a witness attending under this 
section.” The reference is apparently to section 12 of the Summary 
Jurisdiction Act, 1840, and section 9, sub-section 2, of the Petty 
Sessions (Ireland) Act, 1851, under both of which the inquiry is 
directed to be, as the Act of 1848 phrases it, ‘‘an open or public 
court, to which the public generally may have access, so far as the 
same may conveniently contain them,” but as the word “ informa- 
tion,”’ at all events, may be used in connection with an indictable 
offence, the reference is not perfectly clear. The general intention, 
however, of the statutes perhaps is that, where justices have 
jurisdiction to convict or acquit by summary trial, the inquiry is to 
be public; but that where they may only commit or refuse to com- 
mit, the inquiry may, if the justices so please, be secret. The 
novel inquiry which is proposed by the Bill scems to be clearly an 
inquiry of the latter class, and it would be well to enact in express 
terms the 19th section of the Act of 1848, and the 9th section 
(sub-section 1) of the Act of 1851 above referred to. 





Wuatever pdisarrorxruest may have been felt at the slow 
progress made by the Committee on the oor age | Bill at their 
earlier sittings, the number of clauses disposed of at the two last 





sittings cannot fail to give satisfaction. On Friday there wom 
passed, with slight amendments, clauses 78 to 90, relating to th 
remoyal of trustees; proceedings to be taken in case of a cy 
in the office of trustee ; the voting powers of trustees ; the conta 
over trustees and their discretionary powers ; the jurisdiction to hy 
exercised by the courts; the consolidation of the London Bank. 
ruptey Court with the Supreme Court of Judicature; the trang. 
action of bankruptcy business by a special judge of the Hj 
Court ; the court to which a bankruptcy petition may be pre : 
the definition of the London Bankruptcy Court; the transfer Fi 
proceedings from court to court; and the exercise in chambers by 
the bankruptcy judge of the High Court of his powers under the 
Act. To clause 84 a further sub-clause was added, on the motion 
of Mr. H. H. Fowter, as follows :— 


‘¢(5.) Periodical sittings for the transaction of bankruptcy business 
county courts having jurisdiction in bankruptcy shall be holden at 
sn and at such intervals as the Lord Chancellor shall prescribe for each: 
such court. ; 


On Monday, in clause 91, relating to the jurisdiction of registrar 
in bankruptcy, there were added, at the instance of the Soxrcrzog. 
GrNERAL, words enabling the registrar “‘to summon and examine 
any person known or suspected to have in his possession effects of 
the debtor, or to be indebted to him, or capable of giving informs. 
tion regarding the debtor, his dealings or property”; and at the 
instance of Mr. H. Fowzer, the following addition was made tp 
the clause :— 


“‘The registrars in bankruptcy of the High Court shall also have pow 
to grant orders of discharge, and certificates of removal of di 
tions, and to approve compositions and schemes of arrangement.’ 




















Sub-clause 4, giving any person interested the right to require at 
particular question to be determined by the judge, was struck ont 
Clauses 92 and 93, relating to the powers of county courts, ant 
providing that payments shall be made by the Board of Tradei| 
accordance with the directions of the court, were passed; and { 
clause 94, relating to the general powers of every bankrupt 
court, a sub-clause was added, on the motion of Mr. A. O’Conng 
empowering the bankruptcy judge of the High Court to transit, 
to himself any action which may be pending by or against a debt 
against whom a receiving order may be made; and a proviso Wis” 
also inserted, on the motion of Mr. Drxon-Harriann, restrictitg 
the jurisdiction to be exercised by a county court under the claus | 
to cases where the amount in dispute does not exceed £200, —- 
by consent of all parties. In clause 95, which provides for suit- 
monses under the Debtors Act, 1869, to be assigned to the bank 
ruptey judge of the High Court, the following provision was 
inserted at'the instance of Mr. CuampBERtary :— 


‘“‘Every county court within the jurisdiction of which a judgment 
debtor is or resides shall have jurisdiction under section 5 of the De 
Act, 1869, although the amount of the judgment debt may exceed 
Where, under section 5 of the Debtors Act, 1869, application is made by & 
judgment creditor to a court having bankruptcy jurisdiction for the com 
mittal of a judgment debtor, the court may, if it thinks fit, decline @ 
commit, and in lieu thereof, with the consent of the judgment 7 
and on payment by him of the prescribed fee, make a receivi 
against the debtor. In such case the judgment debtor shall be 
to have have committed an act of bankruptcy at the time the 
made.’’ 


Clause 96, regulating appeals in bankruptcy, was passed, after 
an unsuccessful attempt by Mr. A. O’Conyor to give an absolut © 
right to appeal to the House of Lords in any case where te 
amount in question was more than £5,000. Clause 97, relating @ 
the discretionary powers of the court, was amended, by the inséfe 
tion of the following sub-clause, on the motion of Mr. Greaory ;— 


‘*For the purpose of approving a composition or scheme 
debtors, the emant may, if it thinks fit, on re aa of Reger ty 
that is expedient so to do, dispense with the publicexamination of one o# 
such joint debtors if he is pene tse | prevented from attending He 
examination by illness or absence abroad.’ 

The next fifteen clauses (98 to 112) were passed, with the 
exception of clause 102, relating to the power to adjourn or dis- 
miss a petition, which was struck out. hese clauses contain pr: 
visions as to procedure, the disabilities of officers, and orders an@ 
warrants of court. Clause 113, relating to summary jurisdicio® 
in small cases, was agreed to, with the insertion of an exception # 
to the public examination and discharge of the bankrupt. 
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4 which empowers county courts to make an administration 
onder in cases under £50, was amended by striking out “‘ future 
amings” and substituting “subject to any conditions as to his 
fare earnings or income as the court may think just.” Clause 


bea l* 


mn to be OF excinting corporate bodies from the operation of the Act, was 
1 Bank. sed, but clause 116, relating to persons having privilege of Par- 
trans. ment, and clause 117, as to the administration in bankruptcy of 





High the estates of insolvent deceased persons, were struck out. 
~— of 
Ts 
der a 
motion [xe expression ‘‘ levying war,” upon the meaning of which so 
much controversy arose in Reg. v. Gallagher and others, is a very 
ness dd and well-known phrase. It first occurs in the Statute of Treasons 
at 95 Ed. 3, st. 5, c. 2), where a man is declared to be guilty of 
for each Mm treason if (inter alia) ‘‘he do levy war against our lord the King 
jnhis realm,” and it is repeated in 36 Geo. 3, c. 7 (made perpetual 
ristrany iyi? Geo. 3, c. 6), and in the Treason Felony Act, 1848. The 
TCIT0p. bod of latter Act, + $a :-—"“ Tf any Tson gp gg 
cide evise, or inten o levy war a er 
wer of Iajesty, her heirs or successors, in order by force or constraint to 
forma. mpel her to change her measures, or in order to put any force or 
at the + upon or in order to intimidate or overawe both Houses or 
ade fp dther House of Parliament, and such compassings, 


imaginations, inventions, devices, or intentions, or any of them shall 
, utter, or declare by . . . overt act or deed, every person 
w offending shall be guilty of felony,” &c. It was argued for the 
prisoners that in order to bring their alleged offence within these 
words ‘‘there must be numbers arrayed for the purpose of opposing 
the forces employed by the Crown to enforce and support its 
athority,”” and ‘there must be a premeditated design of con- 
flict with the forces of the Crown,” the essential element of levying 
wit being (so it was contended) the enrolment and arraying of 
fee against the authority of the Crown. In overruling this 
wntention and refusing to be tied down by the letter of the many 
dd authorities (see them reviewed at length in Hale’s Pleas of the 
(wn, chap. 14) in which “levying war” had been read ina 
itictive sense, the court were to some extent, perhaps, borne out 
byte comment of Hale, ‘‘ What shall be said to be a levying of 
wu, is in truth a question of fact, and requires many circum- 
samtes to give it that denomination, which may be difficult to 
tilmerate or define.” 


aba 
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Baorr tae Commrrrer on the Bankruptcy Bill reach clause 
190, it may be well to draw attention to what appears to be a 
ingalar oversight in that clause. It provides that :— 


« ae 
ere by this Act an appeal to the court is given against any decision 
tm Board. of Trade, or of the official receiver, the appeal shall be 
bay within fourteen days from the time when the decision appealed 
inst is pronounced or made.” 


The interpretation clause of the Bill (clause 157) provides that 
“‘the court’ means the court having jurisdiction in bankruptey 
Wier this Act”’—i.e., the High Court and the county courts 
(tinge 84). Now, the only three clauses of the Bill which refer 
tomy appeal against the action or decision of the Board of Trade 
aetause 18, which provides that in case the Board object to the 
Sppointment of any person as trustee, ‘they shall, if so requested 
&majority in value of the creditors, notify the objection to the 
Court, and thereupon the High Court may decide on its 
”; and clause 74, sub-clause 1, relating to the release of 
‘ttustee, and sub-clause 2 of clause 78 relating to the removal of 
tttustee, in each of which cases an appeal is given to the High 
rt, aad not to any local court which may be exercising juris- 
Mion in the bankruptcy. The interpretation clause also provides 
tat ““High Court’ means her Majesty’s High Court of Justice.” 
It would appear, therefore, that, as at present worded, clause 130 
Would not te appeuls from the Board of Trade in cases 
mding in any of the county courts. This, we presume, is not 
© intention of the framers of the Bill, and we call attention to 
Point because no notice of any amendment to the clause seems 
to have been given, except one by Mr. Norwoop, to extend the 
‘ne for appealing 
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A FRESH DEVELOPMENT OF THE 
SETTLED LAND ACT. 


Ir would seem as if hardly a week could pass without this inter- 
esting statute supplying the professional public with some new 
topic for meditation, which was probably unforeseen by its pro- 
moters and authors. The latest novelty im this line will be found 
inacase of In re Mackenzie's Trusts, which was decided last 
Saturday by Mr. Justice Chitty, and of which a report will be 
found in another column. The reader will see that a large sum of 
money was left by will upon trust for a person for life, with re- 
mainder in favour of his issue. The money was to be invested in 
the purchase of land, and in the meantime upon certain specified 
monetary investments. The tenant for life wished the money to 
be invested in railway debenture stock, which kind of inyest- 
ment was not authorized by the testator’s will, but is 
authorized for ‘capital moneys arising” under the Settled 
Land Act. He requested the trustees of the will to make this 
investment ; and they applied for the advice of the court as to their 
power to comply with this request. Mr. Justice Chitty held that 
the investment might be made. 

There was no doubt that the case did not come within the 
letter of the Act. In its nearest approach to the subject, the Act 
says (section 33) that ‘‘ where, wader a settlement, money is in the 
hands of trustees, and is liable to be laid out in the purchase of 
land to be made subject to a settlement, then, in addition to such 
powers of dealing therewith as the trustees have independently of 
this Act, they may, at the option of the tenant for life, invest or 
apply the same as capital money arising under this Act.” The 
money in question does not satisfy the requirements of section 33 ; 
for though it was ‘in the hands of ” and also was “liable 
to be laid out in the purchase of land to be made subject toa settle- 
ment,” yet it was not in their hands, and so forth, wnder a setile- 
ment ; for the will by which the money was bequeathed does not come 
within the definition of a settlement contained in the Act. That 
definition is contained in section 2, sub-section (1); and is to the 
effect that ‘‘ any deed, will, &c., under or by virtue of 
which . - any land, or any estate or interest in land, stands 
for the time being limited to or in trust for any persons by way of 
succession, creates or is, for purposes of this Act, a settlement.” 
And ‘‘land,”’ by sub-section (9) of the same section, “includes in- 
corporeal hereditaments, also an undivided share of land.” A will 
which deals with mere money cannot be brought within this defi- 
nition. 

It seems to have been suggested in argument, that the definition 
of a settlement given in the Act is not exhaustive; and that other 
things besides those specified in it might be ‘‘for purposes of this 
Act a settlement.” This line of argument seems to us to be of a 
dangerous character. We are very glad that the learned judge 
does not seem to have based his decision upon such a ground. The 
definition in the Act, has, if any definition ever had, an — look 
of having been intended as an exhaustive definition. ito this 
question the learned judge thought it unnecessary for him to go; 
and he seems to have arrived at his decision upon more general 
grounds. As it was clear that the testator’s will was not a settle- 
ment within the strict letter of the Act, so also it was clear that, 
so soon as the money should have been actually invested in the 
purchase of land, the will would become a settlement; and there- 
upon the tenant for life might exercise his statutory power of sale, 
and cause the proceeds to be invested in the manner proposed. The 
learned judge is reported to have thought it “‘absurd to suppose 
that that could not at once be done, which a tenant for life could 
unquestionably do when the estate had been purchased.” 
he may have adopted the best course under the circumstances. 
But we cannot help regretting that he should have been been 
obliged to choose between inserting something like a new provision 
into the Act and doing what he thought ‘‘ absurd.” 

The question as to the reasonableness of the decision seems to 
depend upon whether the tenant for life had power to compel an 
immediate investment of the money in land. that were the case, 
no doubt much might be said for the learned judge’s view; for 
the tenant for life could have got what he wanted by requiring the 
trustees to make the purchase, as a mere prelimi to the 
exercise of his power of sale. A judge might reasonably do all 





from fourteen to twenty-one days. 


in his power to avoid this conclusion. But if our assumption 
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fail to see any ground for it at all. This, no doubt, is a good 
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(which is by no means countenanced by the report), that the 
tenant for life could compel an immediate investment in land, 
should turn out not to be supported by the facts, we should fail 
to see any sufficient ground for the decision, or, rather, we should 


reason for expecting that, when the facts come to be fully known, 
they will be found to be in accordance with our assumption. 

There is one conclusion which we draw, without any hesitation, 
from this and similar cases:—it is a great pity that arrangements 
cannot be made for making Acts of Parliament say what they mean. 
They now receive perpetual accretions, upon the ground that it 
would be “absurd” to suppose Parliament to have meant only 
what it has said. Unless this argument ex absurdo is, on many 
occasions, used very hastily and rashly, the art of parliamen- 
tary expression must be now in a very unsatisfactory condi- 
tion. 








THE LORD CHIEF JUSTICE ON THE 
GROWTH OF THE LAW. 


Te summing up of the Lord Chief Justice in the case of The 
Queen v. Ramsey and Foote, the blasphemous libel case, has just 
been issued in the form of a pamphlet, with a preface by the 
learned judge. The terms of the summing up have excited some 
controversy, and there is no doubt that some portion of it does 
illustrate a standing difficulty with regard to that part of the 
common law which depends on tradition and precedent and not on 
express statutory enactment. 

The portion of the summing up to which we refer is that in 
which the Lord Chief Justice states that the common law alters 
according to the changing circumstances of the times. He admits, 
in this part of the summing up, that, “according to the old law, 
if the dicta of old judges, dicta often not necessary for the decision, 
are to be taken as of absolute and unqualified authority,” the 
publications in question were ‘‘ undoubtedly blasphemous libels, 
simply and without more, because they question the truth of 
Christianity.”” He proceeds to say that those dicta cannot be 
taken to be a true statement of the law as the law is now, and that 
it is no longer true, in the sense in which it was when these dicta 
were uttered, that Christianity is part of the law of the land. He 
says, ‘‘ Therefore, to base the prosecution of a bare denial of 
the truth of Christianity simpliciter and per se on the ground that 
Christianity is part of the law of the land, in the sense in which it 
was said to be so by Lord Hale and Lord Raymond and Lord 
Tenterden, is, inmy judgment, a mistake. It is to forget that law 
grows ; and that though the principles of law remain unchanged, yet 
(and it is one of the advantages of the common law) their application 
is to be changed with the changing circumstances of the times.” 
It seems to us that it is undoubtedly true, and no candid intellect 
can deny, that, by a gradual process, the law does and must change 
with the times in the sense that it is from time to time modified by 
the judges who have to declare it without the intervention of 
statutory enactments, and we think that in his charge the Lord 
Chief Justice has duly recognized what is the fact in this respect, 
though we are disposed to think that a judge should be somewhat 
chary of emphasizing this fact too strongly. Human nature is so 
constituted and human affairs are so carried on that it is sometimes 
right to do things without proclaiming too expressly what it is that) 
you are doing. 

No one can doubt that a very different attitude is taken by 
judges in enunciating the law on many subjects from that which 
would have been taken a hundred years ago. Some judges are 
accustomed occasionally to protest against the alteration of the law 
by the judges in this way, and to say that it ought to be altered, if 
alteration is required, openly, by statute, not covertly, under 
profession of declaring it as it has always existed. No doubt 
this process of alteration of the law by judges is to some 
extent in conflict with the theory of common law which supposes it 
to be based upon immemorial tradition, the origin of which is lost 
sight of, and it has generally been the practice of judges to assume 
that the law they enunciate, when not the ereature of statute, is 
the law as it has always existed. We doubt whether any judge 
has ever propounded from the bench, as distinctly as the Lord 


Chief Justice in this charge, a view so expressly at Varian 
with the ancient theory on the subject of the commom |gy 
Notwithstanding the protests to which we have referred 
this gradual alteration of the law without statutory inte. 
vention is, in many respects and with regard to many 
jects, inevitable The law must in many cases remap 
absolutely rigid, and so become more and more absurdly ing 
sistent with existing ideas, or it must be so altered. Th 
are matters as to which there are a host of practical difficulties iy 
the way of legislation. Matters relating to religious belief gp 
pre-eminently examples of what we mean. It is hardly necesgay 
for us to illustrate the truth of this. Let any one consider by ‘th, 
light of what occurred with reference to the last Affirmation jj 
what difficulties would have beset any attempt to define blasphem 
exhaustively by Act of Parliament at any time between the ti 
of the ancient sages of the law of whom the Lord Chief Justig 
speaks and the present day. We quite agree that, so far 
possible, the general tendency should be to preserve the law j 
statu quo, in accordance with ancient authority and precedent 
leaving desirable alterations to be effected by statutory enactm 
by the proper legislative authority. If this were not the gen 
rule, the law would become uncertain and dependent on the viex 
and temperaments of particular judges to a dangerous ext 
But we cannot think that the common law can be treated ag; 
absolutely fixed and rigid as is contended for, with regard § 
matters as to which the views and whole mental attitude of { 
community of necessity change largely in the process of tim 
while circumstances render it impossible or too difficult in { 
nature of things to embody those changes in legislative eng 
ments. It seems to us that any attempt on the part of a judge 
treat the subject of blasphemous libel at the present day aij 
would have been probably treated by some judges in ancient tim 
would create a storm of indignation and ridicule. 3 
It is somewhat curious to observe that, though the Lord Qh 
Justice, in general terms, in the earlier part of his summ 
up, lays it down as a necessary axiom that the law must ch 
with the changing circumstances of the time, and that the attib 
of the law has changed on this subject; yet, when he comesi 
deal with the actual authorities, he does appear to contend i 
the effect of them has all along been what he proceeds to lay dom 
—viz., that it is open to anyone to attack Christianity, provilt 
that he does so decently and respectfully. He says, ‘‘ But ut 
the other point, if the law as I have laid it down to you is come 
—and I believe it has always been so—if the decencies of cont 
versy are observed, even the fundamentals of religion may 
attacked without a person being guilty of blasphemous libel.” Wé 
are not prepared to express any opinion as to the proposition thi 
this has always been so. It would require a protracted invest 
tion of ancient statutes and authorities to form any conclusion 
the matter. Undoubtedly, from the time of the Restoration dow 
wards, writers have, from time to time, flourished whose writing 
were substantially, if not in form, arguments against the truths 
Christianity, without being prosecuted for such writings, but if | 
law has always been that the fundamentals of religion may be til 
attacked without a person being guilty of blasphemous libel, # 
hardly see why the Lord Chief Justice need have philosophized 
the earlier part of his summing up with regard to the necessaly 
growth of the law and its adaptation to surrounding circumstancé 
much as we agree in substance with what he said. 








THE MEANING OF “STREET” AS USED 
IN ACTS RELATING TO LOCAL MAN 
AGEMENT. , 


Tue Acts which relate to the local government of urban district 
that is to say, the Public Health Act, 1875, the Metropolis Local 
Management Acts, and many local Acts—necessarily contain 
visions with regard to “streets.” Questions of difficulty ia 
arisen as to the meaning of the word “street,” and there ares 
considerable number of decisions on the subject. There are mally 
illustrations to be found in the reports of the difficulty that arises 
from the necessary use in enactments of popular terms incapable # 





exact definition. The controversies with regard to the meaning 
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fe term “‘ house,” as used in the Acts relating to the franchise, that 
me time ag0 periodically divided the Court of Common Pleas, afford 
instance of this kind of difficulty. Every one has a general idea of 
s “street” 5 & road with a continuous row of houses on each side is 
;seot; for instance, there is no doubt that Oxford-street is a 
Then, of course, it is obvious that the houses need not be 
y continuous. They may be detached and separated by 
jor gardens, and yet there may be a street. Thus the ques- 
fm arises what is the minimum of the recognized characteristics 
¢ an undoubted street which will constitute a street? The ques- 
fm in any case, whether the locus in quo is a street, is one which 
really involve a question of law, except in a sense in which 
jnost all matters involve a question of law—viz., the question 
qiether there is any evidence at all of the matter in question. If 
fie facts are such that a reasonable person could arrive at the con- 
duson that the thing is a street, then the question whether it is 
gornot is one of fact. Such seems to be the general effect of the 
jeiions on this subject, of which Maude v. Baildon Local Board 
(2 10 Q. B. D. 394) is the latest. 
Mut case is worthy of notice as deciding a further important 
tt which arose on the language of the Public Health Act, 1875. 
g 4th section of that Act gives an interpretation of the word 
greet.” It says that ‘‘in this Act, if not inconsistent with the 
atext, the following words and expressions have the meaning 
jaeinafter assigned to them,” and among other definitions “ street 
inludes any highway (not being a turnpike road), road, lane, foot- 
wy,’ &c. By the 150th section the urban sanitary authority can 


y in the paving, &c., at the expense of the owners of any street 
withm their district not being a highway repairable by the inhabit- 
- 2 aigat large. The question was whether, for the purposes of this 


wim, every road within the district, not being a highway 
wairable by the inhabitants at large, was a street, whether possess- 
ithe characteristics of a street in the usual sense of the term or 
w It was contended that this was the case. The court, how- 
emt, held that the interpretation clause could not be construed as 
luring this effect ; that it was for the justices in each particular 
ato determine whether the road was, in fact, a “street.” We 
Wot quite follow the reasoning of the judgment, which seems to 
timm the difference between the words ‘‘mean” and “ include” 
inm@ interpretation clause. We should have thought that the 
wl “include,” being broader than the word ‘mean,” it 
would, at any rate, include everything that would be expressed by 
the narrower word ; but, however this may be, it seems to us that it 
watery fairly arguable that, having regard to the manifest scope 
and object of the 150th section, which deals with matters necessary 
fostreets in the usual sense of the term, but not to rural roads, the 
context was inconsistent with the broader meaning of the term 
“street” given by the interpretation clause. It is obvious that, in 

to produce a reasonable result, you must look at the scope of 
the particular provision with regard to streets, to determine whether 
theterm “‘ street’ is used in the broader sense of any road in an 
than district or the narrower sense of a regular town “street.” It 
ight be quite reasonable to apply the provision in one sense and 


a: Me ble in the other. 
fofar there does not seem to be so very much difficulty in 


oe the general'’principle of the thing, however difficult. in 
mcular cases such principle may be of application. But there 
€eties of greater difficulty that may arise with regard to the 
Ptrisons of these Acts, particularly of the Public Health Act, 
sto “streets,” and especially as to ‘‘new streets.” The 149th 
section of the Public Health Act, 1875, vests the streets in the 
whan sanit authority, together with the pavements, stones, and 
tther materials thereof, and all buildings, implements, and other 
things provided for the purposes thereof. Is the larger or the 
more restricted sense of the term “street” to be applied to this 
tetio? In Coverdale v. Chariton (26 W. R. 687, L. R. 3 Q. B. 
D,876), it seems to have been assumed, rather than decided, that 
doy r sense applied so as to include a mere rural lane ; but we 
Not feel clear, having regard to the collocation of the sections, 
the decision in Maude v. Baildon Local Board would not, if 

its point were raised, be held applicable to this section also; and, 
™, some difficulty arises. A street is often a thing that isnot made 
tee ; it grows up by degrees. What was once arural or suburban 
no houses, or very few at long intervals, as the town 

“xpands, gradually becomes a street. At some moment 


2S 


term, into streethood; at that moment, of course, the surface 
vests in the urban authority; but when is that moment? The 
idea is almost absurd if worked out, but perhaps, after all, in 
practice, this absurdity would prove to be more apparent than 
real. 

The difficulties that arise with regard to the provisions as to 

‘new streets” are, however, very real. The Act enables bye- 
laws to be made by the urban authority with regard to the level, 
width, and construction of new streets, and such bye-laws may 
provide as to the deposit of plans by persons intending to lay out 
streets. There are several ways in which new streets come into 
being. The judgment of Brett, L.J., in the case of Robinson vy. 
Barton Local Board (L. R. 21 Ch. D. 637) sets out in a most 
graphic and perspicuous way the ordinary modes in which a new 
street comes to be formed, and that case affords good illustration of 
the difficulty that arises. Of course a person may proceed to lay 
out and build a street on land of which he is the owner. This is a 
simple case to which there is no difficulty in applying the legisla- 
tion. Again, a single owner may cause building plans to be made 
dividing the land into lots, and may sell or lease the lots to different 
persons, making them covenant to build according to the plans. 
Possibly such owner may be said to lay out a new street, though he 
does nothing to the land itself except mark out the lots; at any 
rate, any person beginning to build according to the plans may be 
said, one would think, to begin to construct a new street, because 
he is beginning to build a building which has relation to other 
buildings, the whole together forming a street ; in other words, he 
is building part of a street. But the difficult case is where the 
buildings grow up sporadically alongside a road without any 
common intention of forming a street among the proprietors ; 
when, as Brett, L.J., said, ‘‘ The street really forms itself, as it were, 
by gradual accretion without any common intent.” There it is 
extremely difficult to apply the provisions, or, at any rate, some of 
the provisions of the Act, and of bye-laws made under the Act. 
The learned Lord Justice said, ‘‘In such a case you have to wait 
until you see by the course of building that there is a common 
intent to build.” But these expressions seem contradictory. The 
difficulty is that there is no common intent to build. For instance, 
suppose a rural road upon one side of which one or two houses, 
separated by long intervals, have existed for years. Then comesa 
person and builds one house opposite to one of the old houses. He 
can hardly be said to be beginning to lay out or construct a new 
street. It may be years before a single other house is built. 
Thus the width of a roadway that may subsequently become a 
street may be affected. Then a few more houses get built, and 
gradually there comes in some parts of the road to be a more or 
less continuous line. Then comes some person and proposes to 
build another house, and the urban authority seeks to say he 
is making a new street within their {bye-laws under the Act. It 
seems very difficult to say that he, by building his particular house, 
is making a new street, any more than the other individual pro- 
prietors who built before, just because his building is the later in 
construction. The difficulty of applying the provisions to such 
cases is very great. It is difficult to say how it is to be remedied 
except by giving more sweeping powers to local authorities, but 
the remedy might, perhaps, in many cases, be worse than the 
disease. 
The decision on the particular case in Robinson v. Barton Local 
Board seems very good sense. It was held that the expression 
‘“‘new street” was not confined to streets formed entirely de novo 
out of grass or other vacant land, but would apply to a street 
growing up on the site of an existing road by a gradual process, 
such as that described above. This decision in itself appears to us 
to be quite correct, and in some cases its application would be 
satisfactory and free from difficulty. In other cases, however, as 
we have pointed out, great difficulty arises. It seems diffi- 
cult to lay down any thoroughly satisfactory principle of 
interpretation with regard to the existing enactments, and 
almost equally difficult to suggest an altogether satisfactory 
emendation of such enactments. But the mischief of the 
uncertainty that exists is undoubtedly very great. The 
enactments are penal and restrictive of the ordinary rights of 
property. It is hardly necessary to point out how essential 
on general principles it is that such enactments should be 
clear and definite with regard to what is, or is not, permissible 
under them. 
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REVIEWS. 


SOLICITORS. 


Hints To SoLIcrToRs, BEING A TREATISE ON THE LAW RELATING TO 
THEIR DUTIES AS OFFICERS OF THE HicH Court OF JUSTICE. 
With Notes on the Recent Changes affecting the Profession, and a 
Vade Mecum to the Law of Costs. By A. R. WHITEWAY, Barrister- 
at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


The title of Mr. Whiteway’s book and his modest preface disarm 
criticism. He does not profess to give a complete treatise on the 
subject he has chosen ; his object, as he explains it, is to provide ‘‘a 
handy treatise dealing with the solicitor’s duties, work, and diffi- 
culties, and to which he can readily turn for a hint on a point which 
Fagen A materially affects himself, . . . which otherwise could only 

obtained by a prolonged search among recent enactments, volu- 
minous rules, and a variety of recent cases; many of which last can 
only be found either in the Weekly Notes or in the columns of the 
law papers.” This object we think Mr. Whiteway has on the whole 
accomplished satisfactorily. We have found the information given 
on the matters to which we have referred to be accurate, and not 

uently much fuller than might be expected from the title of 
the work. The list of subjects dealt with is very extensive, and if the 
Remuneration Order were more fully discussed would be almost 
complete. Probably, however, in omitting to discuss the Order, Mr. 
Whiteway has been influenced by the fact that most solicitors possess 
separate works upon it. There are some matters on which we may 
suggest that amplification will be desirable in the next edition. For 
instance, in the chapter on ‘‘Solicitors as Trustees” (page 90), it 
should be more clearly brought out that a solicitor trustee, where the 
instrument creating the trust does not enable him to charge for legal 
work, may appoint another solicitor to transact the legal business of 
the trust, but that the claim for costs of such solicitor will be against 
the trustee agg ag and not against the trust estate (Worrall v. 
Harford, 8 Ves. 4); and that if the trustee pays the solicitor’s bill 
without having it taxed, the cestui que trust will be entitled to have 
the reasonableness and propriety of the charges ascertained. There 
are other points as to which this chapter might be usefully enlarged. 
It would also be desirable to point out the effect of Saffron Walden 
Building Society v. Rayner (28 W. R. 681) as to the course to be 
adopted in giving notice of an incumbrance through a solicitor to 
trustees. The appendix contains a valuable list of cases on negligence, 
classified according to the subjects, and there is a good index. 


DIVORCE, 


Law, PRACTICE, AND PROCEDURE IN DIVORCE AND OTHER MATRI- 
MONIAL Causes. By WituiAmM Jonny Drxon, Barrister-at-Law. 
Reeves & Turner. 


Although it is «early twenty-six years since the first establishment 
of the Divorce Court, none of the existing treatises on the law and 
practice of divorce have entirely satisfied the requirements of the 
profession. Mr. Dixon has made an effort to meet this want, and his 
work does not appear to fail in want of scope. His preliminary 
chapters upon marriage and jurisdiction discuss all the branches of 
those subjects, and the same may be said of the chapter treating of 
nullity of marriage. In a supplemental “ miscellancous” chapter 
Mr. Dixon has cote agp the decisions up to the Long Vacation 
of 1882. The appendix contains the successive Matrimonial Causes 
Acts and the Divorce Rules, together with a selection of forms which 
appear to meet the requirements of the practitioner. In other 

we cannot speak so favourably of the book. It shows indi- 
cations of wey d compilation. The author has too seldom digested 
the result of the various’ decisions, and the frequent occurrence of 
inverted commas indicates that a considerable proportion of the work 
consists of extracts from judgments. In some instances, however, the 
needful inverted commas a to have been omitted, and in one pas- 
sage this omission nas it appear that Mr. Dixon’s views met with 
judicial approval three years before the publication of the book, for at p. 
57 we the ry atm note copended | to what does not purport to 
a quotation :—‘‘ Quoted with caprers by Hannen, J., aap sence v. 
Farnie ‘-e case which was heard by the learned judge in 1880) The 
subject of evidence of foreign law is dealt with in an unsatisfactory 
manner. Among the cases referred to dealing with the competency of 
witnesses on questions of foreign law, the recent decisions of Sir 
James Hannen in In the (Goods of Bondli (24 W. R. 255) and Cart- 
wright v. Cartwright (26 W. BR. 684) are ignored. At p. 71, the 
effect of the decision of the House of Lords in Mordaunt v. Mon- 
creife (L. RB. 2 P. & D. 374) is set out, with the comment that “ that 
case appears to decide also that proceedings for the dissolution of 
marriage can be instituted on behalf of a lunatic husband or wife,” 


| P. D. 12), which decides that 





but no reference is here made to the case of Baker v, Baker (L, RB, 6] 





pols, although the latter 
cited at p. 224. We also notice the omission of of 
recent decisions with reference to the procedure of the 
the Legitimacy Declaration Act. Moreover, the author has in 
passages referred to the Full Court of Divorce as bei 
existence (see, for instance, pp. 255, 407), although the read 
perly informed on p. 317 of the change made by the Judigg 
Act, 1881. There is a want of system in the matter of ref 
reports which should be remedied. The defects we have notice 
no doubt the result of over-haste in composition, and with ¢appy 
revision we think the book might be made a valuable manual for 4, 
student and practitioner. , a 
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MEDICAL JURISPRUDENCE, 


THE PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE OF MEDICAL JURISPRUDENCE, } 
the late ALFRED Swartne Taytor, M.D., F.R.S., &. Tap 
Epition. Edited by THomas STEVENSON, M.D., Official Analy 
to the Home Office. 2 Vols. J. & A. Churchill. ; 

Lecar, MepicrinE. Part I. By CHARLES MrymottT Tivy, MR 
F.C.8., &c. Smith, Elder, & Co. e: 


Dr. Stevenson appears to have fulfilled his task of edifj 
the present edition of Dr. Taylor’s standard work with g& 
and judgment. He has done a good deal in the way of abritj 
ing his predecessor’s somewhat diffuse statements of cases, and he! 
introduced the information needed to bring the work up tof 
advance which has taken place in scientific knowledge during 
period of nearly ten years which has elapsed since the publication: 
the last edition. These additions and changes are most marked inf 
portion of the work relating to poisons. We have, for instance, onj 
464, a statement of Lamson’s case, which is said to be the only knoy 
case of homicidal use of aconitine, and this is followed by instructig 
as to analysis for this potent and subtle poison. There are also gq 
curious facts added as to the ‘‘ cadaveric alkaloids or ptomai 
that is, the alkaloids generated during decay, many of which@ 
poisonous. We observe that, in the valuable prefatory chapters) 
medical evidence, the editor retains the observations of his predecem 
in favour of scientific referees or assessors. He says that the que 
regarding the employment of experts as assessors is practig 
answered by the employment of nautical assessors in the Admin 
Court. We have pointed out before that this does not at all mee 
main difficulty involved in the question—viz., that questions ar 
in trials which involve the application of scientific knowledge ab 
always involve the appreciation of the general evidence of the @ 
which it is the function of the jury to determine upon. In admifl 
actions the admiralty assessors and judge together are really & 
jury, so that the case is not at all a parallel one. é 

The basis of Dr. Tidy’s book appears to be the lectures on forentt 
medicine he has delivered at the London Hospital, and in his inte) 
esting introductory chapter on medical evidence he has preserved tt 
form of a lecture. This chapter is likely to be of great service t0 tH 
medical witness. It is full of good sense and shrewd practical h fs 
For instance, the author tells his readers in giving evidence to “t# 
at all times clear, forcible, plain English: at any rate, never attempt 
quotations (as if to appear Learned} in foreign languages. A ‘bios 
clot’ is a better witness-box phrase than ‘an apopletic extravasy 
tion.’ Speak of ‘a bruise’ rather than of ‘a contusion’; of “Mi 
belly’ rather than ‘the abdomen.’” In the rest of the book i 
author’s plan is to print all the illustrative cases together at @ 
end of the chapter to which they relate, referring to them 
numbers in the course of the chapter, while references to the text a 
also given at the end of the report of each case. The result is cm 
tainly to render the book more convenient for reference. The readé 
who desires to have a complete view of the subject obtains it 
a comparatively small space in the text, and the reader who 
information as to a particular point is enabled, by means of the refer 
ences in the text, to find at once the cases bearing upon it. The ok 
lection of illustrative cases seems to have been made with great : 


tri ( 
ition 


ti 
rs 


e 


It would, however, be desirable that the sources of the reports of tt 
trials should be given. One of the most complete and in ang 
chapters is that on personal identity, in which all the details to ® 
observed with reference to this subject are elaborately di D 

afterwards summed up in a tabular form. ‘There are hints in 
chapter which the lawyer will find of cMsiderable value, As 
photographs, for instance, the author says (p. 143), that ‘‘ in all case 
where photographs are required in a court of w, the yi hein 
selves 8 ould if possible, be called for and produced. tricks tht 
a skilful photographer and toucher-up can Ply with a neganye 
render prints comparatively valueless as evi . [have known # 
volume of smoke appear in a print as issuing from a chimney, a 
used as evidence of | the existence of a nuisance, when no smoke exis » 
in the original negative.” We vhink that Dr. Tidy’s work, of wie | 
the present volume is the first instalment, will, when completed, form 
an addition of much value to the books on medical jurisprudene: — 
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POSITION IN LAW OF WOMEN. 


ge POSITION IN LAW OF Women: A ConcIsE AND COMPREHENSIVE 
ON THE PosITION OF WOMEN AT ComMON Law As Mopt- 


nl ep BY THE DocTRINEs oF Equity AND BY RECENT LEGISLATION ; 


WITH THE MARRIED WOMEN’S Property Acts, 1870, 


#e74, 1882, &c., &c. By THomas Barrert-LENNARD, Barrister- 


_ g-Eaw. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 


Mr. Barrett-Lennard is justified in styling his treatise “‘concise and 
mi ive,” for in about one hundred and fifty pages he has col- 
jeted ® very large amount of information on various topics con- 
yected with the legal position of women. Some of this information 
got practical value, some merely of antiquarian interest. In his 
ape 08 poblic offices the author tells us that the wife of a peer 
jas an equal right with her husband to be tried before a jury of peers 
gf the realm ; that there has been a female baronet, sheriff, and 
forester ; that women are eligible for the offices of sexton or guardian 
4 “The Fleet’”’; and that “there is one form of nuisance which 
qnbe only committed by women, and that is being communis rixa- 
fra, or 2 common scold. She may be indicted for this offence, and 
itismot necessary to state in the indictment the exact words of which 
made use, but it must allege that she is communis rivatrix. The 


ent is being placed in an instrument called a cucking stool, 
‘ducked in a pond, but the last recorded instance that this punish- 
gent was inflicted was many years ago.” This extract furnishes a fair 
mple of Mr. Barrett-Lennard’s style, and of the curious scraps 


notices the laws relating to crimes and 
torts so far as they are affected by the sex of the parties; and also 
fumishes short chapters on the Poor Laws as they affect women, 
proeedings in the Divorce Court, the office of trustee, executrix, or 
wministratrix, the custody of infants, and the law of evidence. The 
importantand useful part of the work is, however, contained in the 
‘two chapters on pro and contracts, which comprises nearly 
thirds of the whhbks volume. These are, of course, the parts of 
work which are most affected by recent legislation; and the 
tmatks of the author upon this subject are often acute and original. 
ja few rare instances—e.g., Tamplin v. Miller i W. R. 422), and 
v. Hodges (30 W. R. 483, L. R. 20 Ch. D. 749)—we have 
that recent cases are cited with references only to the Weekly 
where fuller reports were available. We must also observe that 
thevery extensive table of cases is not furnished with multiple references 
Weéntemporaneous reports, which so much increase the convenience 
dalaw book, and which have now become almost as necessary as the 
titibof cases itself, 


MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACT. 


fa M/nem=p Women’s Prorerty Acr, 1882. With Introduction, 
Notes, Appendix of Statutes, and Exhaustive Index. By ALEX. 
Miomornan, Barrister-at-Law. Shaw & Sons. 


Anthis handy edition of the Married Women’s Property Act Mr. 
Maemorran, following the plan which has been adopted by most 
Wtters on the subject, furnishes the reader with a short introduction, 
thé annotated text of the Act, and an appendix of statutes. The 
inttoduction is chiefly intended to give a bird’s-eye view of the 
ch effected in the law ; and, although this general treatment of 
#Wchnical subject is by no means free from difficulty, Mr. Mac- 
torran has succeeded in a few pages in giving a lucid outline of the 
and its innovations. The notes to the various sections are con- 
and always to the point; and are conveniently subdivided, so 
that there is no difficulty in discovering what part of the note refers 
fyany particular words in the section. The difference of type marks 
well the distinction between the text and the notes, that the 
i of the Act in the appendix seems an unnecessary addition 
feventeen or eighteen pages. Although Mr. Macmorran does not 
expand his notes into treatises, he guaarcity supplies useful informa- 
tion on the former state of the law. In the note to section 21, which 
& married woman liable to maintain her children and grand- 
» he ingeniously points out that this provision may impose, 
tder the Education Acts, the Industrial Schools Act, and similar 
latutes, certain incidental liabilities which were probably not fore- 
ie by the framers of the measure. The Elemen Education 
‘o, 1870, for instance, defines ‘‘parent” as including “ every 
Person who is liable to maintain any child,” andit is upon the 
‘parent ” - . ae that duties are ee. a penalties 
= . mother g separate pro wo us seem to 
aan ht within these penal S ovibions Be effectually as if she had 
original included in the definition. Among the numerous 
Works which have a on this important statute, Mr, Mac- 
Morran’s is entitled to honourable mention, not only for what he has 
‘aid, but also for what he has left unsaid. His notes are not over- 
urpose, unless it be to call 

e author, 





TRAMWAY ACTS. 


THe TRAMWAY ACTS OF THE UNITED Kryedom. Wirth NoTés on 
THE Law AND Practice, &c. Sxconp Eprrton. By Henry 
Sutton, Barrister-at-Law, assisted by Ropert A. Bennett, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


It appears from the introduction to this work that, in 1882, a 
capital of over eight millions had been expended on tramways in the 
United Kingdom, and that 564 miles of tramway lines were open, 
about three-eighths of this mileage being owned by local authorities. 
There is, therefore, need for a treatise on the law relating to these 
undertakings, and the want seems to be well supplied by Mr. Sutton’s 
work, which summarizes in the introduction the provisions of the Act 
of 1870 and of the Scotch and Irish Acts; and deals with the subjects 
of locus standi against Tramway Bills and the general principles of 
tramway rating. The Act of 1870 is then printed in with 
elaborate notes to most of the sections, and this is followed by the 
Scotch and Irish Acts, and the appendix contains notices, forms, stand- 
ing orders, and Board of Trade Rules relating to tramways. The notes 
appear to contain much information of practical value with reference 
to the operation and effect of the different sections of the Act of 1870. 
It would } have been desirable to consider, with regard to the curious 
provision of section 19, that every lease of a tramway by a local 
authority made under that section ‘‘ shall imply a condition of re- 
entry” on discontinuance of working for three calendar months, 
whether section 14 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, applies to for- 
feiture under such an implied proviso. Is this a proviso ‘‘ inserted in 
the lease in pursuance of the directions of ” an Act of Parliament ? 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


COOPER ». PRICHARD. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Since no other of your correspondents has called attention to 
the case of Cooper v. Prichard, reported in your issue of the 2nd inst., 
I beg leave to do it. 

The effect of the enactment under which that case was decided can 
never (one would hope) have been foreseen by those who framed it. 
But whether it was or no, the state of the law, as declared by the 
Court of Appeal, is simply atrocious. It is to be hoped that some 
member of the Grand Committee now sitting on the Bankruptcy Bill 
will take care that such an abominable piece of oppression is removed 
from the Statute Book. True, the victim in. this instance is only a 
solicitor, but some day it may be the turn of an immaculate man of 


commerce. xX. 





THE SETTLED LAND ACT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—A trust estate consists solely of a piece of freehold land 
hitherto producing £10 year. The tenant for life having, through 
an estate agent, found a person — take it on building 
lease at £35 year, has entered into a building agreement. The 
lessee will pay for the leases, but there being no capital trust 
money out of which to pay the agent’s commission and my own costs 
relating to the ent, &c., can the tenant for life raise the 
amount by mortgage, or in what way are these liabilities to be dis- 
charged? To have to make an application to the court would 
treble the expenses. Does the power of the tenant for life to contract 
to make any mortgage (section 31, sub-section 1) enable him 
to actually charge the estate with such expenses as these ? 

29, Mark-lane, June 11. T Py. 

[We do not see that a tenant for life has power, under the Act, to 
raise money by mortgage for any purpose except these mentioned in 
sections 18 and 47.—Eb. S. J.) 





THE MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACT, 1882. 
[Yo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir—I shall be glad if any of your readers can inform me 
whether, in the case of realty vesting in a married woman after the Ist 
of January, 1883, upon trust for sale, it is necessary that the husband 
should concur in the conveyance to the purchaser, and the deed be 
acknowledged by the wife. 

The 18th section of the Act enables a married woman to accept the 
office of trustee, &c., without the husband's consent, and to transfer 
stock, shares, and other personal property without his concurrence, but 
no similar power is given to her in express words to convey realty. 
Section 1 enacts that a married woman shall be capable of holding 
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and disposing of her separate property as a feme sole, while section 2 
enacts that all real and personal property belonging to a woman 
married after the Act, at the time of her marriage, or subsequently 
devolving upon her, shall be held by her as her separate property, but 
it seems that in this and other sections, where the words ‘‘ separate 
roperty ” are used, they indicate property to which a married woman 
mes beneficially entitled only, and not property devolving upon 
her as a trustee. 

Would this 2nd section be construed so as to include trust property, 

or will a deed acknowledged be still necessary ? 

June 13. A Country SoLiciror. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Lanps Ciavsgs Consotmation Act, 1845, ss. 77, 783—ApversE CLAIMANTS 
To LAND TAKEN BY CompANyY—CLaIm By THE Crown.—In a case of In re The 
Manor of Lowestoft and the Great Eastern Railway Company, before the Court 
of Appeal on the 13th inst., a question arose as to the course to be taken 
with regard to purchase-money which had been paid into court by a rail- 
way company under section 76 of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 
1845, in respect of land as to which there were adverse claims. The land 
was claimed by the lord of a manor and also by the Crown. The company 
had entered into an agreement with the lord for the purchase of the land, 
and had paid the purchase-money into court to an account which referred 
to the lord, but contained no reference to the Crown, and the lord pre- 
sented a petition asking for payment of the money to him. The Crown 
was in no way a party to the proceedings. An information on behalf of 
the Crown against the lord of the manor was pending in the Queen’s 
Bench Division, raising the question of the title to other land of which the 
land taken by the company had formed part. Kay, J., directed the hearing 
of the petition to stand over till after the trial of the information, and this 
decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (Baccattay and Corron 
L.JJ.). It was urged that the Crown, not being named in the title of the 
account, the petitioner was entitled to have the question of title to the 
land decided as between him and the company in the summary mode pro- 
vided by the Act, and that the company, by so paying in the money, had 
acknowledged a title in the petitioner. Moreover, the petitioner was now 
claiming the money, not the land, and the Crown had made no claim to 
the money. Baccattay, L.J., said that if the adverse claim had been 
made by a subject probably the proper course would have been to serve 
the adverse claimant with notice of the petition. But under the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act the Crown could not be forced into court as a 
litigant. His lordship did not see what other course could have been 
taken by Kay, J. Convenience and right were in favour of it. Corron, 
L.J., said that no doubt in an ordinary case, when the adverse claimant 
could be dealt with by the court, the hearing of the petition would be 
directed to stand over that it might be served on him. But here the 
claimant was not an ordinary one, and could not be compelled to come in on 
the petition. It would not be right to pay the money out until the title 
had been decided, and it would not be right to make the company fight the 
battle of the Crown.—Soxicirors, Gregory, Roweliffes, § Co. ; W.F. Fearn. 


Propvuction or Documents—Piace or Propuction— ALTERATION OF 
Oxper—Jvrispicrion—Ricut or AprpeaAL—Jvupiciat Discrerion—Costs.— 
In acase of Prestney v. The Corporation of Colchester, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 13th inst., a question arose as to jurisdiction to vary an 
order for the production of documents for inspection with regard to the 
place at which the documents were to be produced. An order was made 
on the 19th of May, 1882, by Hall, V.C., that the defendants should pro- 
duce deeds and documents in their possession for the inspection of the 

laintiffs at the office of the London agents of the defendants’ solicitors. 

n February, 1883, upon the application of the defendants, Pearson, J., 
directed reper pe yea should be at Colchester, where the documents 
were kept, i of in London, and he gave leave to the plaintiffs to 
apply at the trial, whether they should be successful or not, for the payment 
by the defendants of any extra costs which should be incurred by them by 
reason of some of the productions being made at Colchester instead of in 
London. The order as drawn up provided that the original order for pro- 
duction should be varied, and ‘‘ as varied be as follows.”” On the hearing 
of the appeal it was urged that Pearson, J., had no jurisdiction to vary an 
order made by his pr , or even an order made by himself after it 
had been passed and entered. It was also urged that the order of Pearson, 
J., was a discretionary one, and that it could not be appealed from. The 
Court of Appeal (Baccattay and Corton, L.JJ.) hela that, under the 
circumstances of the case, Pearson, J., had made a substantially right 
order. Bacoat.ay, L.J., said that after the making of an order for produc- 
tion of documents at a particular place there was power for the judge, if 
the circumstances 4 to warrant his doing so, to substitute another 
place. In Bonnardet v. Taylor (13. & H. 383), Wood, V.C., entertained 
no doubt that he had jurisdiction to make such an alteration. But though 
there was a right to from such an exercise of judicial discretion, a 
very strong case must be shown to induce the Court of A to interfere. 
The of the j of first instance must have manifestly 
wrong. His lordship t t that in the present case the order was 
perfectly ny in ite terms, but there might be some documents 
as to which the would have a better opportunity for their 
full examination London than at Colchester, and he thought that 
leave should be given to the plaintiffs to apply for the production 





of any particular document in London, and any document ¢ 
to the plaintiffs’ case ought to be produced there if no reago 
ground could be shown for not producing it there. But the ‘ 
ants must give an undertaking to pay any additional costs incurred by #, | 
production at Colchester which the judge at the trial of the action Siok 
think to have been reasonably incurred. Corton, L.J., thought that 
order of Pearson, J., was wrong in form. He had no power to 

or vary the order for ae made by his predecessor, or, 
an order made by himself after the time which had elapsed. But he}y 
power to order that, notwithstandimg the former order, the p 

should be made at a different place. The first order decided » 
finally between the parties, and every judge must have power to 

such a way with an interlocutory order when new facts were shown to him, 
Of course, if the rights of the ies were decided by an inter = 
order, it would only be varied by means of an appeal. But, when 4 
order was only a direction as to the mode of production of documen| 
court had power to give a new direction upon a new state of facts, Hi 
lordship thought that the order was an appealable order, but the Court of 
Appeal would be most unwilling to interfere in such a case, unless the! 
judge had exercised his discretion on a wrong principle.—Sottcrrons, ¢, 
Harris ; Philbrick § Free. iE 


Factor—ADVANCES BY BrokER—GENERAL LizeN—MERCANTILE TRangap. 
tIon—ConstructivE Notice—Facrors Acts (4 Gro. 4, c. 83, 5 & 6 Vie, 
c. 39).—In a case of Kaltenbach v. Lewis, before the Court of Appeal 
the 4th inst., an important question arose as to the extent of the pr. 
tection afforded by the Factors Acts (4 Geo. 4, c. 83, and 5 & 6 Vict. c. 39) 
to persons making actual advances bond fide to a consignee intrusted wil 

for sale. The plaintiffs, who were merchants at Singapore, wey 
in the habit of consigning foreign produce to Meyer, a London merchant 
and commission agent, for sale on their account. Meyer did not ma 
advances to the plaintiffs on the goods so consigned, but he accepted bill 
drawn by them on him against the goods, and these bills were taken 
by him if he had in his hands, when the bills fell due, sufficient funds 
the plaintiffs’; if he had not, the plaintiffs themselves met the bills, q 
arranged for their renewal until the goods against which the 
had been drawn were sold. The defendants were colonial brokey 
in London, and were employed by Meyer to sell the goods consigned 
him by the plaintiffs. They were also engaged in other transactions fi 
Meyer, and made purchases and sales for him to a large amount, andil 
the course of these transactions made large advances to him upon, & 
was alleged by them, an agreement or custom that they should have 
general lien for the full amount of their advances to him { 
all goods and moneys for which they were account 
to him. Meyer died insolvent, and he was then largely indet 
to both the plaintiffs and the defendants. At the time of 9 
death the defendants had in their possession various goods whi 
had been consigned by the plaintiffs to Meyer, and placed by him in @# 
hands of the defendants for sale. Of these goods, some had been agmel 
to be sold before Meyer’s death, and the others were not then sold, bit 
had since been sold. The action was brought to recover from be 
defendants the moneys arising from the sales. The defendant 
claimed to be entitled to a lien or set-off for the whole amout! 
of Meyer’s indebtedness to them. The defendants claimed a a 
under the Factors Acts for actual advances made bond fide, and notbm 
respect of any antecedent debt. It was also contended that, indepen 
ently of the Factors Acts, they were entitled to a lien or set-off for the 
whole amount due to them from Meyer, upon the ground that the p a 
tiffs, being undisclosed foreign principals, had no greater rights againi 
the defendants than Meyer himself would have had, and that even if thw’ 
were not the case with respect to the goods unsold, it was so as tothe 
proceeds of goods sold before the plaintiffs made any claim against the; 
defendants. As to part of the advances, which were made specific. | 
ally in respect of certain cargoes, the question was raised wh other 
they were made bond fide by the defendants, or whether the de end- 
ants must be deemed to have had constructive notice that Meye 
had no authority from the plaintiffs to pledge the goods for thos) 
advances, which were in fact made to enable Meyer to pay 
some shellac which he had bought and for which the de 5 
were also liable. Bacon, V.C. (30 W. R. 356), dismissed the action, being’ 
of a that all the advances made by the defendants were protectel 
by the Factors Acts. The Court of Appeal (Baccatiay, Livi, 
Fry, L.JJ.) varied the decision. Linpiey, L.J., who delivered the 4 
ment of the court, said that, although the factor Meyer was bound 
indemnify the defendants against the liability they had incurred by buje 
ing shellac for him, still he was not indebted to them in respect of # 
purchase when the advances in question were made, ‘Those adval 
were not, in fact, in respect of any antecedent debt owing by him to ‘ 
If the defendants had not been themselves liable for the price of tit 
shellac, this part of the case would be too clear for con’ 
The circumstance that they were so liablg, and that the 
was made to enable Meyer by one and the same payment to 
charge both their liability and his own, did not make 
advance an advance from them to him in respeat 
him to them. 


ye 


advance to enable him to repay them, the case would be undistinguish 

from M’Nee v. Gorst (15 W. R. 1197, L. R. 4 Eq. 815), but this 

not what was done, and in this res the two cases were not alike. 

| 2a my however, still remained whether these advances were mage 

eee a es without notice that Meyer had not authority to W rey 
for them; for, unless they were, they would still fall wi a 





of a debt owing 
It was true that if the defendants had paid for Me 
shellac, and so become creditors of Meyer, and had then made him 
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the Factors Act (5 & 6 Vict. c. 39), and would not be protected, even 
they might not have been made in respect of an antecedent debt. 
+he defendants certainly knew what those advances were for—viz., to 
gable Meyer to pay for shellac which he had bought and for which the 
ts were liable, and the defendants also knew, certainly as regarded 
one of the cargoes, and perhaps as regarded the other, that Meyer was 
fora principal. On the other hand, they did not know for whom 
he had bought the shellac, whether for himself, for the plaintiffs, or for 
other principal, and did not know in point of fact that he was exceed- 
ing. his authority, or was acting mald fide towards his own principals. 
Under these circumstances, their lordships were of opinion that the 
advances in _ ought to be treated as protected by sec- 
tion 1 of the Factors Act and not as invalidated by section 3. They 
+ it extremely important not to encourage the application of 
le doctrines of constructive notice to honest mercantile trans- 
wtions, and there being in this case no actual notice to the defendants 
fiat Meyer was acting improperly towards his own principals, and no 
yason to believe that the defendants were themselves acting otherwise 
tian honestly in the ordinary course of business, their lordships were of 
pinion that they were entitled to the protection of the Factors Act with 
to the advances made on these particular cargoes. This conclusion 
seem to conflict with Learoyd v. Robinson (12 M. & W. 745), but in 
ase, as their lordships understood it, the advance was not made in 
eeenaty course of business, but solely to enable the factor to take up 
siilon which he and the defendants were liable. The advances in the 
prent case were, in their lordships’ opinion, made bond fide in the ordin- 
ary es of business to enable Meyer to pay for goods which he had 
might for some unknown principal; and, although the defendants were 
ves liable for those goods, their lordships did not believe that, as a 
matter of fact, the advances in question were made ‘solely to relieve the 
| defendants from that liability, and upon this ground the case differed from 
Turd ¥. Robinson. ‘There remained for consideration the right of -the 
defendants to retain the balances in their hands after _—<—— themselves 
theadvances made expressly on the security of particular consignments, 
Which advances are protected by the Factors Acts. Section 1 of the 
fore Act (5 & 6 Vict. c. 39) applied in terms to pledges, not only for 
‘advances on the security of goods, but also for any further or con- 
img advance in respect thereof; and the defendants contended that all 
t ces to Meyer were made upon the terms that they were to be 
yeired on all goods in their hands on his account. Their lordships had 
nodoubt that the defendants made all their advances to Meyer on the 
d jon that they would have a general lien of this kind, and they 
semed to rest their claim to such a lien partly on mercantile usage and 
pattly on agreement with Meyer. The evidence, however, both of the 
bged usage and of the alleged agreement was very slender, and their 
t could not hold either to be established, in fact, even if the evid- 
been stronger. Leuchart v. Cooper (3 Bing. N. C. 99) showed that 
@ usage could not prevail as the law then stood, and their lordships 
iii feel great difficulty in holding an agreement for a lien to be more 
effetwial than a mercantile usage for such a purpose. In this respect the 
law did not appear to have been altered since Leuchart v. Cooper. The 
wage of section 1 of 5 & 6 Vict. c. 39, seemed carefully guarded, in 
onlér'to exclude general liens from the protection given by the Act to 
or subsequent advances in respect of goods pledged by factors ; 
‘there was good reason for such a distinction. Advances agaist 
patticular goods were naturally limited to their value, but advances under 
imagreement for a general lien might far exceed the value of any particu- 
lar . The Factors Acts exposed the owner of goods to the risk of 
to pay advances on them up to their value if they had been improp- 
eve y his factor ; but the Factors Acts protected him from the risk 
tthaving to pay advances not limited by their value. By deciding in favour 
tthe general lien set up by the defendants their lordships would be ex- 
X the owners of goods to risks far more extensive than the Legisla- 
to have contemplated. They would, in fact, fail to give any 
Practical effect to the words, which were all important, in section 1—“ in 
respect thereof.’’ So far, therefore, as the Factors Acts were concerned 
the general lien relied on by the defendants inadmissible as 
against the plaintiffs. Upon the question whether apart from the Factors 
Acts the detendants could retain the balance in their hands after deducting 
theamounts of the liens they had acquired under the Factors Acts, the 
its maintained that they were entitled to do so upon the authority 
tt The New Zealand Land Company Vv. Watson (29 W. R. 694, L. R. 7Q. B. D. 
) and Maspons v. Mildred (30 W. R 862, L. R.9Q. B. D. 530, 26 
Soutcrror’s Journat, 578), both recent decisions of this court, and upon 
the combined effect of these decisions the defendants had contended that 
by tiffs in the present case could not sue the defendants at all; that, 
ihe could, they could only sue for the proceeds of the goods unsold by 
endants when Meyer died; and that even in respect of these the 
Y were in no better position than Meyer himself, and that all rights 
Set-off available against him were eq ally available as against the — 
that these propositions were well-founded, it seemed to their lordships 
ton fhe Ae ractically have consed to Le any agtion. 
consigning goods to this coun ‘or sale ; for i 
the defendants were right in yf contention, it would follow that the 
on afforded by those Acts to fo merchants would have been 
those ed by modern tecisions, and that the limited protection given by 
og Acts to persons making advances to foreign merchants would have 
replaced by an unlimited protection given by judicial 
persons making advances to such factors or otherwise 
@ their creditors. This would certainly be a somewhat a. 

poet ar and the more so as the decisions alluded to did not 
Pg Factors Acts or involve any consideration of them. These Obeerva~ 
were sufficient to show that the defendants’ contention could not be 





supported to its full extent; the question was how far, if at all, it was 
well-founded. With respect to the goods which were sold by the defend- 
ants before Meyer’s death, they were consigned by the plaintiffs to him for 
sale; they were properly sold by the defendants by his order, and the plain- 
tiffs could not either prevent delivery of the goods or recover them from the 
purchasers. The proceeds of sale became a debt owing by the defendants 
to Meyer, and he could have sued the defendants for such debt; but they 
could have successfully set off against his demand all debts owing by him 
to them. By the English law the plaintiffs, being a foreign house, could 
not sue the defendants for this debt ; or if they could, they could only sue 
them as representing Meyer, and subject to all rights of set-off available 
against him. The New Zealand Land Company v. Watson appeared 
to be conclusive on this point. As regarded, therefore, the pro- 
ceeds of the sold before Meyer’s death, the plaintiffs’ Pa 
whelly failed, and the defendants were not driven to rely on the 
Factors Acts. Lastly, with regard to the proceeds of the sale 
of the goods which were unsold when Meyer died, on these goods the 
defendants had a lien under the Factors Acts for their specific advances 
on them respectively, and their —— were unable to see that they 
could retain the balances arising from the sales of these goods after reim- 
bursing themselves those advances. The plaintiffs, being the owners of 
these goods, were entitled to have them redelivered to them by the 
defendants on payment of the advances for which they had liens. This 
right had never been released or extinguished; and it was, in effect, 
asserted before the sales took place. The sales having taken place, the 
plaintiffs were entitled to sue the defendants for the value of the goods 
sold or for the proceeds of their sale, and the defendants had no defence 
to such a claim except under the Factors Acts. The New Zealand Land 
Company v. Watson had no application to such a case, and the observations 
on that case made in Maspons v. Mildred were inapplicable to the case of 
unsold goods, and were never intended to apply to them. The present 
case might be shortly summed up in the following manner:—First, a 
person receiving goods from an agent could acquire from the agent (1) all 
such title as the agent had in the goods by reason of a lien for advances or 
otherwise ; (2) all such title as the agent had express authority to create ; 
and (3) all such title as the agent had authority to create by the law or 
custom of the country where the agency was to be exercised; but, as a 
general rule, the person taking such goods could get no better title than 
one or other of these. Here Meyer had an interest in the goods by reason 
of advances ; he had no express authority to pledge the goods for his own 
debt ; no custom had been proved authorizing him.to do so, even if it 
were valid ; and, consequently, the defendants’ only title as regarded the 
goods was under the Factors Acts. Secondly, although an agent 
authorized to receive money fora disclosed began could only validly 
receive it in cash and disengaged from any other relations between payer 
and payee, an agent for sale authorized to employ in his own name a 
broker or other sub-agent in effecting the sale might be satisfied by set- 
off or in any other manner in which a debt may be discharged as between 
the agent and sub-agent. Here Meyer was authorized to employ the 
defendants in his own name, and they were therefore entitled to satisfy by 
set-off the debt arising from the sale of the plaintiffs’ goods during 
Meyer’s lifetime. Thirdly, the authority given by Meyer to the de- 
fendants to sell the goods was withdrawn by his death and the com- 
mencement of the action, and consequently, in respect of the moneys 
arising from the sales subsequent to those events, the defendants had no 
right of set-off.—Souicrrors, VM. Abrahams ¢ Co.; Hollams, Son, § 
Coward. 


Costs—SeErr.EMENT oF Action witHout Knowrepee or Soricrrorn—Loss 
or Soxicrror’s Lien on Surp.—In a case of Me Vie and another v. The Owners 
of the Ship ‘‘ Hope,” before the Court of Appeal, No. 1, on the 7th inst., 
an important question arose as to whether, where the defendants have 
compromised an action and effected a settlement behind the back of the 
plaintiffs’ solicitor, the latter is entitled to payment by the defendants of 
his costs. The action arose out of a claim by the plaintiffs, two seamen, 
to recover wages and damages for breach of contract. The plaintiffs 
employed a solicitor at Liverpool named Carr, who commenced an action 
on their behalf. The defendants subsequently, without the knowledge of 
Carr, settled the action by paying the plaintiffs £5 each. The effect of 
this settlement was to deprive Mr. Carr of the lien he would have had upon 
the defendants’ vessel for his costs if the action had proceeded to judg- 
ment. Sir R. Phillimore, on Mr. Carr’s application, made an order that 
the defendants should pay the plaintiffs’ solicitor his costs, ‘the defend- 
ants having effected a settlement behind the back of the plaintiffs’ 
solicitor.’ From this order the defendants appealed. The Court of 
Appeal (Brerr, M.R., Liyprey and Fry, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 
Brett, M.R., said that, in his opinion, Sir R. Philmore had acted upon a 
wrong principle. He had ordered the defendants to pay the costs of the 
plaintiffs’ solicitor, on the ground that the defendants had settled the 
action without the knowledge of Mr. Carr, It had been held, however, 
that that was not sufficient, and that, in order to entitle a solicitor toa 
remedy of this kind, he must show clearly that the compromise has been 
made with the intention of depriving him of his lien. In the — case, 
however, there was no evidence of this. Lrpury, L.J., said the 
principles applied to the admiralty as to all other courts. There was no 
rule to prevent a person Compernenns an action without the knowledge 
of the solicitors engaged in i i 


honestly, and in the present case there was no evidence that the com- 
romise was made with a dishonest intention. Fry, L.J., concurred.— 
urcrrors, W. W. Wynne ; Speechley, Mumford, $ Co. 


Practics — Arracumant — Equrrante Ixrersst—Danr “ Owme 


Accrvive ’*—Orp. 45, x. 2.—In a case of Wedd vy, Stenton, before the Court 
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of Appeal, No. 1, the important question arose whether, under ord. 45, 
r. 2, an equitable debt can now be attached by a judgment creditor in the 
same way as a legal debt. A Mr. Hatton became entitled in August, 1882, 
under a will, to a share of the income arising from the trust fund under a 
will, amounting to an annual sum of £85, payable half-yearly—viz., in 
February and August. Mr. Hatton, in October, 1882, mortgaged his 
interest under the will to a Mr. Allen. On one occasion a payment of £60 
had been made to Mr. Hatton, on account of the income due to him. The 

laintiff, a judgment creditor of Mr. Hatton, sought, on the 11th of 
eee 1882, to attach his interest under the will, under ord. 45, r. 
2, and the question whether such interest was attachable at that time was 
raised on a special case, the trustees of the will being made defendants. 
A divisional court (Cave and Day, JJ.) gave judgment for the defendant. 
The plaintiff appealed. The Court of Appeal (Brerr, M.R., Lixpigy and 
Fry, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. Brerr, M.R., said that the interest 
under the will was not a debt ‘‘ owing or accruing’’ to the defendant at 
the time when the order was asked for, and could not, therefore, be 
attached. Upon the plain reading of the rule, an order could only be 
made in respect of debts ‘‘owing or accruing’’ from some third person 
who was indebted to the judgment debtor. If there was a debt due 
from a third person, and payable, it might be attached, and the same rule 
would apply if the debt was due, but payable in futuro. The term 
** accruing debt,’’ however, did not mean any debt which might arise at 
any future time. The debt must be one recognized by law, and it was not 
sufficient to show that it was probable that there would soon be a debt. 
It must be shown that a debt actually exists, though it need not yet be 
payable.—Soxicrrors, Cobbold § Woolley ; Carthew. 


Practice — Inspection or Documents— Documents REFERRED TO IN 
Genera Terms—Rvies or Covrt, 1875, orp. 31, rr. 14, 17.—In the 
case of Smith v. Harris, before Chitty, J., on the 7th inst., a motion was 
made by the plaintiffs to discharge an order made ‘in chambers on the 
application of the defendants, under Rules of Court, 1875, ord. 31, r. 17, 
for production of the invoices, letters, bill-heads, and brands referred the 
in the second paragraph of the plaintiffs’ statement of claim. It appeared 
the plaintiffs claimed the exclusive user of the word ‘‘ Glenlivet” as 
applied to whiskey, and had alleged in the second paragraph of their state- 
ment of claim that they had used the word ‘‘ Glenlivet’ on their invoices, 
letters, and bill-heads, and branded the same on theircasks. The plaintiffs 
resisted the order on the ground that the paragraph in question was only a 
general allegation of user without particularizing any document, and that 
by the terms of ord. 31, r. 14, a party was only bound to produce any 
documents specially referred to in his pleadings or affidavits. Currry, J., 
said that the court was not at liberty to cut down the rule to the meaning 
contended for by the plaintiffs. The terms ‘‘ any document”’ in ord. 31, 
r. 14, must mean any document to which any reference is made, and the 
fact that the terms used were in the singular number did not authorize the 
court to infer that a party was only entitled to the production of a docu- 
ment which was specifically mentioned, and, therefore, could be identified. 
If the rule could bear such an interpretation the pleader could avoid its 
operation by referring to documents in general terms. The motion must 
be refused, and although the order must be varied by omitting the direc- 
tion to produce brands on casks, yet so slight an error was not sufficient 
to disentitle the defendants from having the motion refused with costs in 
any event.—-Soricrrons, Paddison, Son, & Co. ; Dowse 


SerrtemMent—Lmarrep Investment CLavse—INVESTMENT IN RaATLWwAy 
Depzentcre Stock—Serriep Lanp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 38), s. 2, 
SUB-SECTION 1, ss. 21, 22, suB-secrtons 2, 4, ss. 33, 44, 51, 56, suB-sECTION 
2.—In the case of In re Mackenzie's Trusts, before Chitty, J., on the 9th 
inst., a petition was presented by trustees under the will of a testator for 
the advice of the court as to the propriety of investing in railway deben- 
ture stock under section 21 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, money 
directed to be invested in Government or real securities. It appeared that 
the testator, who died in 1880, by his will bequeathed £200,000 to trustees 
on trust to lay out the same in the purchase of estates tobe settled to the 
use of one of the testator’s younger sons for life, with remainder to uses in 
favour of his issue in tail, with remainders over, and with a direction that 
until 2 proper purchase was found the legacy should be invested in Govern- 
ment or real securities, but notin any other mode of investment. Two 
other large sums were bequeathed in similar terms upon like trusts for 
the benefit of other younger sons of the testator and their issue. The 
sons, being desirous that their legacies should not be laid out in the pur- 
chase of estates, requested the trustees to invest the legacies in way 
debenture stock as mentioned in section 21 of the Settled Land Act, 1882. 
It was said that the definition of the word ‘‘settlement’’ in section 2 of 
the Act was not exhaustive, and further, that the word ‘‘ settlement” in 
section 33 would apply tomoney to be laid out in land as well as to land 
and money deriv mm the sale of land; but even if that were not so, that 
the tenants for life could, immediately upon a purchase of land being 
made i the trustees, effect their wish by selling the land and investing the 
pre as now desired. Currry, J., said he thought it was unnecessary 
to go into the question raised as to the meaning of the word “‘ settlement ”’ 
in section 33 of the Act. He was of opinion that the trustees pen make 
the required investment, as it was absurd to suppose that that could not at 
once be done which a tenant for life could unquestionably do when the 
estate had been purchased. The tenant for life could then sell the estate 
and invest the proceeds of sale in the way asked for by the petition. The 
intentions of the testator, like those of many other settlors of land, 
ae destroyed by the Act.—So.iciroxs, Cunliffe, Beaumont, § Daven- 
P ’ 


Serrizep Lanp Act, s. 388—Arrormttuent or TrusteRs— 


TEES WILLING To Act.—On the 24th ult., in Re Stoneley’s Will, an “” 
tion was = to Chitty, J., on —— - the ee life, for 4 
appointment of two persons proposed by the tenant for life as trusteas% 
io waneu of the Settled Land Act. Affidavits of their fitness », 
produced, and they were independent persons. The settled propes 
consisted principally of cottages, which were subject to a trust for gale, 
the death of the tenant for life. The existing trustees had been sepys 
and they appeared by counsel and stated that, though not trustees for the 
urposes of the Act, they were willing to be appointed as such. 

., said that, as a general rule, where there were existing trustees 
were willing, and not unfit, to act, he should appoint them as trustees fy 
the purposes of the Act. This would not, however, necessarily apply ty 
the case of a strict settlement where there were several sets of trustees, 
the present case it was suggested that the existing trustees had 
favoured the remainderman ; and if the tenant for life desired to file 
ence making such a case against them as would show them to be unfit 
act, he would allow the summons to stand over for that p at the’ 
peril of the tenant for life as to costs. If the tenant for life w consey 
to an order appointing the present trustees he would make it, but 
sixteen years had elapsed since they were appointed by the Leice 
County Court, affidavits of their present fitness must be produced, 
Soxictrors, Tibbitts ¢ Son ; Pitman § Son. 


Brix or Sate—Description oF Occupation or GRANTOR—BILLS oF Say 
Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vicr. c. 31), s. 10.—In a case of Cooper v. Davis, whith 
came before a divisional court (Pollock, B., and Lopes, J.), on the Sig 
ult., the question arose as to the sufficiency of the description of thy 


| occupation of the grantor, given in the affidavit filed with the bill of sak 


Edward Richardson gave to the plaintiff, wg a bill of sale of certay 
goods on the 5th of Septenber, 1882, which bill of sale was registered 
the 6th of September. These goods were afterwards taken in execution ty| 
satisfy a judgment obtained by the defendant, Davis, against Richards, 
and an interpleader issue was directed to be tried, which came on toh 
heard at Liverpool. It appeared that Richardson, prior to July, 1880, hal 
carried on the business of the London and Westminster Supply Associa 
tion at Liverpool as his own. Iu July, 1880, the plaintiff parcnenes two- 
fifths of the business, but Richardson still continued sole manager fil 
June, 1882, when the plaintiff came to Liverpool and supervised te 
management. In March, 1882, however, the business became the 
property of the plaintiff. Richardson was described in the affidavit 
with the bill of sale as ‘‘ carrying on business as a wine and spirit merchant} 
and dealer in provisions and general goods, at 44, Deans-street, Liverpool 
under the style of the London and Westminster Supply Associ tio 
Edward Richardson, General Ma: r.”? The learned judge, at the t 
held that this description was sufficient, and directed a verdict for i 
plaintiff, the bill of sale holder. It was held, however, by the Court that 
was an incorrect description of the Richardson, the grantor of the bill@ 
sale, as Richardson could not be said to be carrying on business, on ti 
6th of September, under the style of the London and Westminster Supply 
Association, and that, therefore, the bill of sale was bad, and that th] 
verdict must be entered for the defendant, the execution creditor= 
Soricrrors, W. 8. Sebright Green; Indermaur §& Browne, for Goffey § M 


Liverpool. 





COUNTY COURTS, 
WINcANnTON. 
(Before Mr. Sznszant Trxpat Arxrinson, Judge.) 
June 5.—Jones and another v. Venn. 
Money had and received—Privity of contract—Condition preceden 


In this case his Honour said: The plaintiffs in this case seek to recové 
from the defendant the sum of £11 14s., money had and received to tl 
use of the plaintiffs. The facts out of which the debt arises are that 0 
Albert Hole, an innkeeper, of Wincanton, having become embarrassed i 
his circumstances, employed the defendant, his solicitor, to effect a private 
arrangement with his creditors by the payment of a composition of 2s. 9d. 
in the pound. At that time the plaintiffs’ claim against Hole amount 
to £107 3s. On the 28th of June, 1882, the defendant wrote to the plail 
tiffs on behalf of Hole, stating that the amount of the compositiom 
£11 14s., was then in his hands ready to be paid on their signing & 
in the form enclosed in the letter, discharging Hole from their debt 
Shortly after, one of the plaintiffs, while driving in the street, met the 
defendant’s clerk, who offered to pay the amount of the composition @ 
the spot if the plaintiff would give him a receipt in the form req 
and which the clerk had then with him, to which the plaintiff re that 
he would not take the money then, but would call and see the defendat 
on the following Wednesday. Nothing further appeared to have bedi 
done in the matter by either party until February of the present 
when a correspondence took place between tMe solicitor of the e 
and the defe: , but, up to this time, no definite tender of the com 

ition had been in the interval made by the defendant or any sta’ P 
ages plaintiffs that they were ready or desirous, on the 
paid, to give a pt in the form required. It has been said 
present form of action—namely, for money had and received—is the mom 
comprehensive of all those founded on the common money counts, andis oi 
plicable whenever the defendant has received money which, in justice 
to the plaintiff under circumstances which render 


taken with some limi: It must be for a sum certain, and as 





tation. betwee 
an agent who has received for his principal money to be paid over 


uity, belongs 
osleh at it a receipt of it to the use of the plaintiff, but this must 


emBESES@ SSERETS FERES REFLEC ES SEER ES 


SSZeZeSbSPsce-bsrege_ 


Pr 








June 16, 1883. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. : 555 








a 















, the agent is not accountable to him until he has acknow- 
ved to him that he has accepted the charge and holds the money for his 
+ Lilly v. Hays (6 L. J. Q. B.5), Williams v. Everett (14 East, 588). 

the case of Walker vy. Rostron (9 M. & W. 411) the law is clearly 
geitled that where a person transfers to a creditor on account of a debt a 
nd placed by him im the hands of a third person, and notifies the trans- 
to the holder of the fund, although there is no legal obligation on the 
polder to pay the amount of the-debt to the transferee, yet the holder of 
the fund may, and if he does promise to pay to the transferee, then that 
qhich was merely an equitable right becomes a legal right in the trans- 
free, founded on the promise, and the money becomes a fund re- 
egived for and payable to the transferee, and an action for money 
had and received to the use of the transferee lies at his suit 
agaist the holder: Dutchman v. Tooth (5 Bing. N. C. 577), Noble 
y, National Discount Company (29 L. J. Ex. 210). Iam of opinion that the 
facts before me bring the — case within the principle of the cases 
cited, and the defendant’s letter to the plaintiff of the 28th of June, 1882, 
gas not only a notification that he held the amount of the composition to 
the plaintiff’s use, but, subject to a receipt being in the form prescribed, 
gnstituted 2 promise to pay. No evidence at the trial was offered on the 
urt of the plaintiffs of any demand made by them coupled with an offer 
give such receipt, nor dol find, from the admitted correspondence, 
legal proceedings were threatened by their solicitor, that, when 
ment of the composition was demanded, any offer to satisfy the con- 
of the receipt was made. In the absence of such offer the case of 
fiion v. Bitton (6 E. & B. 566) applies—namely, that where a 
q@alitor gives an order. to his debtor t» pay the debt to a third 
upon a certain condition, and the debtor promises 

ad latter to pay it accordingly, the assignee can have no 
daim against the debtor until the condition has been fulfilled. So here, 
afund was placed in the hands of the defendant with directions to apply 
itin a specific manner, and a notice given to the plaintiffs by the 
defendant that he had in his hands the sum of £11 14s. to be paid to 
them on their consenting to discharge his principal from their debt of 
$107, and that the money ‘vould be paid on that condition. I have no 
evidence before me either that the condition was complied with, or that 
there was on the of the plaintiffs a readiness and willingness to 
comply with it, and it follows, therefore, that there wants the complete 
agent on the part of the defendant to make the sum in his hands an 
le assignment to the plaintiffs, or to raise that privity of contract 

the absence of which an action for money had and received cannot be 
maintained. It may be added that the necessity of complying with 
wnditions precedent before there is any binding contract is shown in a 
lite case of Williams v. Brisco (L. R. 22 Ch. D.). There the defendant had 
eis the plaintiff to grant a lease to a company to be formed by 
angen but which may, vo J at the time of the refusal of the 

t to grant the lease had not been formed, and the Court of 

peal, reversing the decision of Kay, J., held that a decree for specific 

ce could not be granted, on the ground that where there is a 

onttact to grant a lease to anominee of the plaintiff, the plaintiff must 
weon his claim that he has appointed a nominee, and that the nominee 
istedy and willing to accept the lease. On the whole of the facts of the 
caseWefore me I am of opinion that the plaintiffs fail to support their 
claim, on the ground that the giving the receipt was a condition pre- 
cedentto che defendant parting with his principals’ money, and that the 
phintiffs not having complied with it, a nonsuit must be entered, but 
with leave to bring a frésh action if the plaintiffs should be so advised. 
Solicitor for the plaintiffs, Trevor Davies. 
The defendant in person. 








OBITUARY. 


SIR GEORGE BOWYER, D.C.L. 


SirGeorge Bowyer, Baronet, D.C.L., died suddenly at his chambers, 
13, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, on the 7th inst., in his seventy-second 
hag George Bowyer was the eldest son of the late Sir George 

. He was born in 1814, and he succeeded to the baronetey upon 
his father’ s death in 1860. He was educated for the army, and was for 
‘me time a student at the Royal Military Academy at Woolwich. He 

ards entered at the Middle Temple, where he was called to the bar 

in ty Term, 1839, and he practised for a few years as an equity 
m and conveyancer. He held for several years the appointment 

of Reader in Law to the Middle Temple. Sir George Bowyer joined the 
‘Catholic Church many years ago, and he was deeply versed in the 
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endant Law. In 1849, he unsuccessfully contested Reading in the 
e beet Liberal interest, and from 1852 till 1868 he was M.P. for Dundalk. In 
+ yeat,  874he was returned for the county of Wexford. He did not seek 
aintifs # “election at the general election of 1880. Sir George Bowyer was the 
2 COM | or of several works on Civil Law, and also of various controversial 
tement # Pamphlets. He was a magistrate and deputy lieutenant for Berkshire, 
osition J “honorary D.C.L. of the Jniversity of Oxford, a Knight of Malta, and 
st Grand Cross of the Pontificial Order of St. Gregory. He was unmarried. 
@ 

dis 

ce = a MR, THOMAS GARFIT, 

er the t. Thomas Garfit, barrister, late M.P. for Boston, died at Boulogne on 
ust be 29th ult. Mr. Garfit was the son of the late Mr, William Garnt, of 


Boston. He was born in 1815, He was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Hilary 





the large banking firm of Garfit, Claypon, & Co., of Boston, and other 
towns in Lincolnshire. In 1878 he became a candidate for the re ta 
tion of Boston in the Conservative interest, and he was veered Wilieon 

sition. At the general election of 1880 he was again elected, in con- 
para with Mr. Herbert Ingram, one of the Liberal candidates, but 
he was unseated upon petition. Mr. Garfit was a magistrate and ity- 
lieutenant for Lincolnshire. He was married to the only daughter of Mr. 
Thomas Broadbent, of Longsight, Lancashire. 





MR. WILLIAM SIMMONS ALLEN. 


Mr. William Simmons Allen, solicitor, of Birmingham and Handsworth, 
died very suddenly at his residence, Elslow House, Handsworth, on the 12th 
inst. Mr. Allen was born in 1827, and he was admitted a solicitor in 1849, 
having served his articles with Mr. William Morgan, of Birmingham, and 
he had practised in the town for over thirty years. During the early part 
of his professional career he was associated in partnership with Mr. 
Thonas Richard Tucker Hodgson, the clerk of the peace for Birmingham. 
Mr. Allen had an extensive practice in the town and district. He was 
clerk to the guardians of the Birmingham Proof House, and also to the 
Handsworth Bridge Trustees. He acted as solicitor in the complicated 
liquidation of the Birmingham Banking Company. Mr. Allen’s death is 
universally lamented. 








SOCIETIES. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usuai monthly meeting of the directors, held at the hall of the 
Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on Thursday, June 7, the 
following being present—viz., Mr.. Desborough (chcirman), and Messrs. 
Boodle, Collisson, Few, Desborough, jun., Hedger, Styan, Sidney Smith, 
and A. B. Carpenter (secretary) grants of £1,360 were made to the 
widows and families of members, £40 to a member, and £30 to non- 
members’ cases, and the ordinary general business was transacted. 





GLOUCESTERSHIRE LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of this society was held at the Bell Hotel, 
Gloucester, on Wednesday last. Mr. Ellett (Cirencester), president 
of the society, in the chair. There were present, Mr. R. 8. Helps 
(Gloucester), vice-president; Mr. E. W. Coren (Gloucester), hon. 
secretary; Mr. L. W. Winterbotham (Stroud), Mr. Taynton (Glouces- 
ter), Mr. W. S. Jones (Malmesbury), Mr. M. F. Carter (Newnham), 
Mr. Kinnier (Swindon), Mr. G. B. Smith (Nailsworth), Mr. Blakeway, 
Mr. Bryan, Mr. Gardour, Mr. Green, Mr. A. S. Helps, Mr. b. W. 
Jones, and Mr. H. Morton York (Gloucester), Mr. Mullings and Mr. 
Tudway (Cirencester), Mr. Morton Ball, Mr. R. H. Smith, Mr. War- 
man, and Mr. E. N. Watchell (Stroud), Mr. F. Stroud (Cheltenham), 
Mr. Guise and Mr. Maule (Newnham), and Mr. Forrester (Malmesbury). 

The report of the committee referring to the p ings of the past 
year and pending legislation was, on the motion of the chairman, 
unanimously adopted. 

The following are extracts from the report :— 

Members.—The present number of members is eighty-two. 

Solicitors’ Remuneration Order.—Shortly after the last annual meeting the 
General Order, made in pursuance of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 
1881, was issued, whereby a new scale of remuneration, based to a large 
extent on the principle of payment by commission, is prescribed in respect 
of business connected with sales, purchases, leases, mortgages, settlements, 
and other matters of conveyancing, and in respect of other Dusiness not 
being business connected with any action, or transacted in any court, or 
in the chambers of any judge or master. 

Copies of the Order were circulated amongst the members of the society, 
and after the committee had taken steps to ascertain the sense of other 
law societies upon the Order, a special general meeting was held on the 
24th of January last, when the following resolution was unanimously 
adopted :— That this meeting, whilst regretting that the Solicitors’ 
Remuneration Order should not have been so framed as to be free from 
the doubts which have been sugrested upon its construction, and whilst 
considering that the remuneration prescribed is somewhat inadequate in 
regard to small transactions, nevertheless regards the Order, as a whole, 
with satisfaction, and is of opinion that it should, as far as practicable, be 
adopted by the profession; and that, with a view to facilitating its adop- 
tion in the district of this society, the committee be toquested to prepare 
and give publicity to a summary of the main provisions of the order,”’ 

The committee have caused this resolution to be circulated, but having 
regard to the questions which may arise upon the construction of the 
Order, they have not seen their way to issue any summary of the provisions 
of the Order. 

The committee have reason, however, to believe that the Order is 
generally recognized in-this district, as it appears to be throughout the 
provinces, as a great improvement upon the old basis of solicitors’ re- 
muneration. 

Auctioneers’ Fees. —At the last annual meeting a resolution was proposed 
by Mr. L. W. Winterbotham instructing the committee to consider 
whether it is desirable that steps should be taken to secure the adoption 
of.a scale of fees to be paid to auctioneers for conducting auction sales, 
and to suggest a scale, and the resolution was adopted at the special 
general meeting, held on the Sth of Julylast. The committee, after full 





Term, 1846, and he had been for many years the head of | 
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consideration and communication with leading local auctioneers, reported | that in the meantime due regard will be had to the views which have been = 
that they considered it desirable that a scale should be established, and | expressed in the second report of the Committee of the Incorporated (f) 
recommended the following :— Society on Legal Procedure, wherein attention is pointedly called to th. J sent ov 


£s. 4. 

Where the price of the property sold does not exceed £100 .. be 110 
Where it exceeds £100 and does not exceed £500 ee oe ee 220 
e 500 " Eee reiey meee WO 

ci 1,000 - BR sue ®) we 440 

‘. 3,000 is 5,000. ‘ 5 5 0 

” 5,000 ” 6,000 6 6 0 

” 6,000 ” 7,000 . 770 

” 7,000 ” 8,000 . 8 8 0 

4 8,000 5 9,000 9 9 0 

0,00 1010 0 


9,000 Ss 10,000 Wate sane 

Above £10,000 to be subject to special arrangement. 

Nores APPENDED TO ScaLE oF AUCTIONEERS’ FEEs. 

1.—It is assumed that the solicitor prepares and issues all advertise- 

ments, handbills, and particulars, but that the auctioneer inspects the 
property before the auction. 

2.—The fees do not include travelling expenses or charges for making a 
written report and valuation, or for surveying for a plan. 

3.—Where a property is divided into lots, the fees in respect of lots sold 
are to be calculated on the aggregate amount of the prices realized, and in 
respect of lots not sold on the aggregate amount of the reserves; but so 
that (subject to note 4) the fees shall not be less than 10s. 6d. per lot 
where the aggregate amount of the prices or reserves does not exceed 
£5,000, nor less than £1 1s. per lot where such aggregate amount 
exceeds that sum. 

4.—If a property offered in one lot, or if any lot of a property offered in 
lots shall not be sold, the auctioneer shall receive half-fees only in respect 
of the unsold property or lots. 

5.—On a pak on sn. § sale by auction by the same auctioneer of the un- 
sold property or lots within twelve months, he shall be entitled to full fees 
less half the amount received in respect of such property or lots on the first 
auction. 

6.—On a subsequent sale by the auctioneer by private contract of the 
unsold property or lots within twelve months he shall be entitled to full 
fees less the amount received in respect of such property or lots at the 
auction. 

The foregoing scale was unanimouly adopted at the special general 
meeting, held on the 24th of January last, and copies have been sent to the 
members of the society, and to all practising solicitors in Gloucestershire 
and North Wilts. The necessity for such a scale has been increased by 
the provisions of rule 11 of the Remuneration Order, which disentitles 
solicitors to the percentage allowance for conducting a sale by auction 
where the auctioneer is paid by commission. It has been suggested that 
this provision prevents solicitors from receiving the percentage allowance, 
unless they themselves act as auctioneers, or pay the auctioneers’ charges 
out of their own pockets. The opinion of the committee, however, after 
having had the advantage of being made acquainted with advice given by 
counsel on the construction of the Order is that solicitors may properly 
charge the percentage scale of remuneration for the business incident to 
sales by public auction, provided the vendor is only called on to pay in 
addition a reasonable fixed charge for the auctioneer’s services, and not an 
auctioneer’s commission. The committee have, therefore, accompanied 
their issue of the above scale with the following circular embodying their 
recommendations as to its adoption :— 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE LAW SOCIETY. 
Gloucester, 2nd May, 1883. 

Soricrrors’ RemunERATION ORrDER. 

Auctioneers’ Fees. 

I am requested by the committee of this society, in conformity with a 
resolution of a special general meeting of the society, to forward the 
annexed copy of a scale of auctioneers’ charges for auction sales. This 
scale has been framed after ascertaining the views of law societies in other 
parts of the country. You will observe that it relates only to the auction- 
eer’s remuneration for whut he does in the capacity of auctioneer, and not 
for business done as a surveyor. g 

The Solicitors’ Remuneration Order having provided by rule 2 that 
solicitors may be paid by a commission for the legal business incident to 
the conduct of a sale by auction in cases where no commission is paid to 
an auctioneer, it is essential that an arrangement should be made in every 
case to pay the auctioneer a’ fixed sum, and it is believed that the an- 
nexed scale will assist the profession in making such arrangement, and 
that the fees prescribed by it will be found fair and reasonable. 

The committee therefore hope that in the interest both of the public 
and the profession, the scale will be adopted by the solicitors of the dis- 
trict generally, as well as by the members of the society, as the basis of 
their arrangements with auctioneers on auction sales.—Yours faithfully, 
E. W. Corrn, Hon. Secretary. 

Contract and Auctioneers’ Fees ; Charges to Purchasers.—Since the last 
annual meeting the solicitors practising in Cornwall have abandoned the 
practice of charging auction and contract fees to purchasers. The prac- 
tice, which this society was one of the first to discourage, is now given up 
throughout a large portion of the counties in the West of England in 
which it prevailed. 

Legal Procedure.—The new rules consequent upon the report of the Com- 
mittee on Legal Procedure have not yet been issued. ft is understood 
that they will be accompanied by a new scale of costs in contentious busi- 
ness, in which the distinction between the higher and lower scales is likely 
to be done away with. It has recently been announced that the issue of the 
rules and scale will probably be still further delayed, and it is to be hoped 


Dear Sir, 





large proportion of the costs of litigation, which consists of 

fees, witnesses’ expenses, and other out of pocket expenses, and to thy 
fact that any further reduction m the allowances to solicitors for thy 
class of business will render it wholly unremunerative. ‘ 

County Court Procedure.—A committee having been appointed at the 
annual meeting of the Incorporated Law Society, in July last, to 
the practice and procedure of the county courts, the committee .of 
society, in response to a communication from the committee of the forme 
society, adopted and forwarded to that committee the following resol. 
tions :— 

1. ‘That the present scale of court fees is too high, and should ¢ 
revised and reduced. That the fees should be, as far as practicahe 
assimilated to those in the High Court, and as nearly as may be uniform 
in all classes of business. That the service fees and execution fees should 
be on a further reduced scale in cases of non-service and unfruitfy) 
executions. 

2. ‘That the forms and procedure should be, as nearly as practicable, 
the same in all classes of business. 

3. ‘That the parties should be allowed the option of serving sum. 
monses, &c., otherwise than through the bailiff, but that executions 
should be levied only by the bailiff. 

4. ‘‘That in lieu of the present practice as to default summonses the 
practice should be this—liberty to plaintiff to issue a summons, without 
affidavit, indorsed with particulars of claim—defendant to appear ip 
twelve days if under £20, and in eight days if over £20. If no appearangg 
judgment as of course on affidavit of service. If appearance entered, 
plaintiff to be at liberty to apply for judgment without affidavit, and 
judgment to go unless defendant makes affidavit showing ground of 
defence to the satisfaction of the registrar. 

5. **That the county court judges should be required to take notes of 
all cases tried before them irrespective of any application by the parties, 

6. ‘‘That regulations should be made to insure distinct sittings for the 
trial of cases in which barristers or solicitors appear. 

7. ‘*That to avoid the delay caused by the infrequency of courtsin 
some of the smaller districts the registrars should have discretionary power 
to send cases for trial at the court of an adjoining district on applicatio 
of either party. 

8. ‘*That power should be given to registrars to try cases of small 
amount, say up to £10, by consent of both parties. 

9. ‘*That the scale of solicitors’ fees should be revised and increased, 
especially with respect to cases of contract under £20, and cases of tort. 

10. ‘‘ That the County Court Acts should be consolidated.’’ 

The Incorporated Law Society’s Committee (of which Mr. Taynton 
a member) have issued their report, in which the above resolutions are i 
the main adopted, and the report is now before the Council of the I~ 
corporated Law Society. 

Conditions of Sale.—The alterations in the law affecting the sale and 
purchase of real property effected by recent statutes having, in the 
opinion of the committee, rendered it desirable that the common fom 
conditions of sale, which were some years since adopted by this society, 
should be revised, the committee have, after considering the comma 
form conditions in use in other districts, framed a new set of commm 
form conditions, which have been settled by counsel, and are about to % 
printed for the use of the members of this society. The object of the 
committee has been to adopt conditions which shall be fair and reasonable 
as between vendor and purchaser, and they trust the general use of these 
conditions will have the effect of putting an end in this district to the us 
of conditions framed wholly in the interest of vendors, and in many cases 
productive of gross hardship to purchasers. The committee refer 
especially to stringent conditions, restrictive of the fair rights of 
purchasers, such as those mentioned in their last annual report. 

The Bankruptcy Bill, 1883.—This Bill, introduced in the present session 
as a Government measure, is in the main based upon the lines of the Bill 
of 1881. It is impossible within the scope of this report to mention the 
numerous amendments which seem to be required, many of which have 
been, or will be, moved during the progress of the Bill in Committee. 
Your committee have been in communication with other provincial law 
societies on the subject of the appointment and duties of the proposed 
official receivers, whose duties appear to be such as can only in some 
respects be properly discharged by lawyers. 

The following resolutions of the Associated Provincial Law Societies 
commend themselves to your committee, and the members of your society 
are recommended to press the same upon Parliament through theit 
local representatives. The resolutions referred to are the following:— 

(a.) “That it is undesirable to intrust judicial powers to a publie 
department. 

(b.) ‘*That protection should be given to dond fide payments made 
executors before they have ascertained the insolvency of their testator's 
estate; and that an executor of an insolvent estate should not have the 
right of retaining his own debt. 

(c.) ‘*That provisions should be made for enabling the judges of local 
bankruptcy courts to delegate their powers to their registrars to the extent 
to which they can now delegate those powers. 

(d.) “That it is not expedient that the bankruptcy jurisdiction of 
local bankruptcy courts should be restricted to cases in which those 
judges have jurisdiction in common law.’’ 

That the following proviso be added to clause 36 :— 

(e.) ‘Provided that such clerk, servant, labourer, or workman, 4% 
aforesaid, shall have been in the exclusive employment of the 
during the time for which such wages or salary are claimed, Pane 


— 
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ghich is contingent, and which require to be kept up by future payments, 
the creditor should have the right of calling on the trustee to redeem 
them at the amount at which the creditor has valued them in part of his 
daim, end that on the trustee failing to do so in six months, or such 
longer time as the court may fix, the creditor should become absolutely 


entitled to them.” 
Probate Afidavits.—At the annual provincial meeting of the Incorpor- 


ated Law Society, at Hull, in October last, the council was requested to 
take action, with a view to altering the then practice which made it 
necessary for executors or intending administrators to set out upon oath 
particulars of the estate in full detail on applying for probate or letters of 
administration. The council sought the opinion of the provincial 
weieties, and your committee replied that they considered the practice 
referred to inconvenient, and on other grounds objectionable. 

Anew form of affidavit has now been issued, and it is believed that the 
dieration will be productive of convenience to the public and to the pro- 


Donations amounting to £90 were granted to widows and children of 

deceased local solicitors. 

ir. W. F. Rogers (Tetbury) was elected vice-president for the ensuing 

. Several new members were elected, bringing up the number of 
nembers to ninety-one, and it was resolved to take steps for incorporating 
the society under the Companies Acts, by the name of the ‘‘ Gloucester- 
shire and Wiltshire Incorporated Law Society.’’ 

The society’s special prize, offered to articled clerks of members of the 
society attaining honorary distinction, was awarded to Mr. Frederick 
Winterbotham, son of Mr. L. W. Winterbotham, of Stroud, who passed 
in Honours (second class) in June, 1882. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


Ata meeting held at Clement’s-inn Hall, on Wednesday, June 13, Mr. 
H. N. Harvey in the chair, after some business matters had been disposed 
of, a debate was held upon the following motion, ‘‘ That it is expedient to 
establish a court of criminal appeal.’ This was proposed by Mr. Shirley 
ad seconded by Mr. Bateman Napier; Messrs. Yates, Goodall, and 
Hiloart also spoke upon the question, and after the opener had replied, 
. — on being put to the meeting, was carried by a majority of 

votes. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Perzn O’Brren, Q.C., of the Irish Bar, has been appointed Principal 
Gown Prosecutor for the County and City of Dublin, = ckenninn to Mr. 
Justice Murphy. 

Mr. Joun Tomirson Hinserr, barrister, M.P., has been appointed 
Under-Secretary of State for the Home Department. Mr. Hibbert was 

bom in 1824, ang he was educated at Shrewsbury and at St. John’s 
College, Cambri e, where he graduated as a junior optime in 1847. He 
was called to the at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1849, and he 
was M.P. for Oldham in the Liberal interest from 1862 till 1874, when he 
Was an unsuccessful candidate, but he regained the seat in 1877. Mr. 
was secretary to the Local Government Board from 1872 till 1874, 
he was re-appointed to that office in 1880. 

Mr. Grorce Wiiu1am Erskine Russewt, barrister, M.P., succeeds Mr. 
r as Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board. Mr. 
ussell, is the son of Lord Charles James Fox Russell, and grandson of 
sixth Duke of Bedford. He was born in 1853, and was educated at 
ies, He was formerly scholar of University College, Oxford. He was 

to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1875, and he was 
M.P. for Aylesbury in the Liberal interest in 1880. 

Mr. Janes Morea, solicitor, of Cardiff, has been appointed a Commis- 
Soner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 
wor Atrrep Drrry, solicitor, of 11, Great Winchester-street, and of 

entnor and Sandown, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 

% — Supreme Court of Judicature. 

: SMCHARD ARTHUR Wi1son, solicitor, of Salisbury and Wilton, has 

n appointed Registrar of the Salisbury County Court (Circuit No. 55), and 
a been elected Coroner for the Salisbury Division of Wiltshire. Both 
et were held by his father, the late Mr. Richard Munkhouse Wilson. 
om oles Wilson had acted as his futher’s deputy in both offices. He 

tted a solicitor in 1869, and he is m partnership with his younger 

@ er, Mr. George Munkhouse Wilson, who is clerk to the Wilton Board 

Rate ~~ superintendent registrar. 

* ARTHUR WILLIAM Tuck, solicitor, of Oakham and Uppi ham, has 
been elected Clerk to the Oakham Board of Guardians, ‘kieaees Com- 
Sim ~ Lael acre d acess fa op ton bn admitted a solicitor 

: : of the am County Court, of whic 
his partner, Mr. Wllligns fe ih oid ‘ 7 

- Joun Francs Wurretock Cuaxton, solicitor, of Sheffield, has been 

‘oner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 


— 
') “That the landlord’s right to distrain to the extent of one year’s} Mr. James Epwarp Sricxert, solicitor, of Pontypridd, has been ape 
rent ht to be retained. inted Assistant Clerk to the Pontypridd of Guardians. 
(g.) “That in the case of securities, such as life policies, the value of | Spickett was admitted a solicitor in 1882, and he is in partn with his 
father, Mr. Edward Colnett Spickett, who is clerk to the and also 


superintendent registrar, and registrar of the Pontypridd County Court. 

Mr. Rozert Ivor Parry, solicitor, of Pontypridd, has been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court. 

Mr. Marrnew James Burn, solicitor (of the firm of Burn & Berridge), of 
9 and 10, Pancras-lane, Bucklersbury, has been appointed a Commissioner 
to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

At the first meeting of the town council for the newly-incorporated 
borough of Croydon, Mr. Cuartes Grunpy, solicitor (senior partner of 
the firm of Grundy, Izod, & Grundy), 26, Budge-row, Cannon-street, was 
elected one of twelve Aldermen. 

Mr. Jonn Winrretp Bonser, barrister, has been appointed Attorney- 
General of the Straits Settlements, in succession to Mr. Thomas Braddell, 
resigned. Mr. Bonser was formerly fellow of Christ’s College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated as senior classic in 1870. He was ed to the bar 
at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1875, and he has practised in the 
Chancery Division, being also a member of the North-Eastern Circuit. 


Lord Justice Bowen received the honorary degree of D.C.L. at the 
Oxford Commemoration. 

Mr. Joun Grvan, solicitor, M.P., has been appointed Crown Solicitor 
for the Counties of Meath and Kildare. Mr. Givan is the son of Mr. 
John Givan, of Castecaulfield, Tyrone, and was born in 1837. He was 
admitted a solicitor at Dublin in 1870, and he practised at Dublin and 
Augnacloy. Mr. Givan is a magistrate for the county of e, and he 
was elected M.P. for the county of Monaghan in the Li interest 
in 1880. 

Mr. Atrrep Oxnarp Smrru, solicitor, of Durham, has been elected an 
Alderman for that city. Mr. Smith is registrar of the Consistory Court of 
the County Palatine of Durham. He was admitted a solicitor in 1873. 


Mr. Aveustus Kerrzt StzpxEnson, barrister, Solicitor to the Treasury, 
has been created a Civil Companion of the Order of the Bath. Mr. 
Stephenson is the son of Sir William Henry Stephenson, K.C.B., and was 
born in 1827. He was educated at Caius College, Cambridge, where he 
graduated as a junior optime ‘in 1849, and he was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1852. He formerly practised on the Norfolk 
Circuit, and he was for several years recorder of the borough of Redford. 
In 1866 he was appointed Assistant-Secretary to the Treasury, and he was 
for a short time Registrar of Friendly Societies. He became Principal 
Secretary to the Treasury in 1875, and Queen’s Proctor in 1877. 

Mr. Cuartes Tuomas Arnoxp, solicitor (of the firm of Crawley & 
Arnold), of 20, Whitehall-place, has been elected Solicitor to the 
Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty, in succession to Mr. Simon Dunning, 
deceased. Mr. Arnold is an M.A. of Corpus Christi College, Oxford, and 


he was admitted a solicitor in 1860. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 

Cuartes Ernest Gresuam and Grorcz ALEXANDER ALLEN Taylor, 
solicitors, Kingston-upon-Hull (Gresham & Taylor). June 8. 

[ Gazette, June 12.] 
Frepertc Epwarp Hiieary and Cuartes Ricnarp Taytor, solicitors, 
5, Fenchurch-buildings, London (Hillearys & Taylor). May 1. 
Tomas GREENWoop TEALE and Henry Arrieron, solicitors, Leeds. 
May 31. 
7, Meee Norris Wi1pz, Lewts Joun Bercer, Water Epwarp Moorz, 
and Ernest James Wipe, solicitors, 21, College-hill, London. Decem- 
ber 31. The business will, as from the 1st of January, 1883, be carried on 
by the said Lewis John Berger, Walter Edward Moore, and Ernest James 
Wilde, under the style of Wilde, Berger, & Moore. [ Gazette, June 8.] 














LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

June 7.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Prrvats Briis.—Borrowstounness Harbour ; Swindon and Cheltenham 
Extension Railway (No. 2); Swindon, Marlborough, and Andover Rail- 

ay. 

ned Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Brii.—Metropolitan Railway. 
Poor Law Conferences. 

June 8.—Bill Read a Second Time. 
Private Brii.—Liverpool Improvement. 

June 11.—Bills Read a Second Time. : 
Private Briis.—Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway 
and Dock (Various Powers) ; North-Eastern Railway (General) ; Oxted and 
Groombridge Railway (Croydon and London Extension). ’ 
Marriage with Deceased Wife’s Sister ; Lands Clauses (Umpire). 

Bills Read a Third Time. 

Private Brts.—Stoke-upon-Trent and Fenton Gas; East London 
Railway ; Workington Local Board Water. : 

June 12.—Bills Read a Second Time. ‘ 
Private Bris.—Portsmouth Corporation; Maryport and Carlisle Rail- 
way (No. 2); East and West Yorkshire Union Railways. 





Sea Fisheries; Stolen Goods. 
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unicipal Corporati: Ouse _ vod)" Gatnedeal Statu 
M ions (Unreformed) ; Ca‘ ites. 
Bilis Read a Third Time. 
Private Brius.—Cambrian Railways; Downham and Stoke Ferry 
Railway ; Great Eastern, Tendring Hundred, and Clacton-on-Sea Railway 
Companies Amalgamation ; Sheffield Corporation ; Pier and Harbour Pro- 


ns 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
dune 9.—Bill in Committee. 

Parliamentary Elections (Corrupt Practices). 

: Bilis Read a Third Time. 

Private Brt1ts.—Barry Dock and Railways; Canvey Island (Sea De- 
fences) ; Halesowen Gas; Penzance Corporation; Rhondda and Swansea 
Bay Railway. 3 

June 11.—Bill Read a Second Time. 
Private Bru.—Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport Railway.° 


Bill in Committee. 

Lord Wolseley’s Grant. 

Bills Read a Third Time. 

Private Briis.—Bridgwater and.Watchet Railway; Bristol Port and 
Channel Dock; East and West India Dock ; Metropolitan Street Improve- 
ments ; North London Tramways; Oxford, Aylesbury, and Metropolitan 
Junction Railway; Plymouth, Devonport, and South-Western Junction 
Railway ; Taff Vale Railway; Windsor, Ascot, and Aldershot Railway. 

Consolidated Fund (No. 3). 

June 12.—Bills Read a Second Time. 

Private Brits.—Hawarden and District Water; Market Deeping 
Railway (Abandonment) ; South-West Suburban Water; Coventry (Holy 
Trinity) Vicar’s Rate ; Metropolitan Board of Works (District Railway). 

High Court of Justice (Service of Writs.) 

Bilis in Committee. 

or pscpaaes Elections (Corrupt Practices); Forest of Dean (High- 
ways). 

Bills Read a Third Time. 

Private Brr1is.—Bexley Heath Railway; Castlederg and Victoria- 
bridge Tramway; London, Hendon, and Harrow Railway; Mersey Rail- 
way; St. Helen’s and District Tramways; Stratford-upon-Avon, Tow- 
cester, and Midland Junction Railway. 

June 13.—Bill Read a Second Time. 
Private Bruu.—Metropolis Improvement Provisional Order (No. 4). 
Bills Read a Third Time. 
aes Buu.—Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) 
Yo. 2). 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock Companies. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Date Corres Company, Limirep.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Lott Grimwade, 32, Queen Victoria st. Thursday, Oct 25 at 11, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

DUPLEX Exvxcrric LicguT, POWER, AND STORAGE CoMPANY, LimITED.—Petition for 
winding up, presented June 6, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., onJune 
23. James, Quality ct, Chancery lane, solicitor for the petitioner 

MEAT STORAGE AND AGENCY CORPORATION, LIMITED.—Petition for winding up, 
rg ene June 7, directed to be heard before Pearson, J., onJune 22. Steyens, 

t Thomas st, Southwark, solicitor for the petitioners 

WueEat GrorGE LEAD MrintnG Company, Limirep.—Kay, J., has fixed Thursday, 

June 21 at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 
| Gazette, June 8,1 

GLOBE WINE Company, LimITED.— Py sn order made by Pearson, J., dated June 
1, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Hadley and Garland, Queen 
Victoria st, solicitors for the petitioners 

J. B. LAMBE AND Company, LimtTeD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 
6, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Charles Chatteris, 1, Queen Victoria st. Monday, July 16 at 12, is 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

PaTENT TUNNELLING AND MINING MACHINE ComPANyY, LimITED.—Creditors are 
required, on or before July 10, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Mr Edward Moore, 3, Crosby sq. Tuesday, 
July 24 at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 


¢ 
RAMSGATE PROMENADE PIER Company, Lim1TED.—Bacon, V.C., has, by an order 
Shen May 23, appointed Roderick Mackay, 3, Lothbury, to be official liquida- 
or 
RoMAN GRAVELS BounDARY MrntnG Company, LimiTED.—By an order made by 
Pearson, J., dated June 1, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
company be continued. Brook and Chapman, Basinghall st, solicitors for the 


titioner 
Vasa MURRHINA Giass ComPANY, LimiTED.—Pursuant to an order made by 
Bacon, V.C., dated May 31, the holders of debentures of the company are re- 
quired, on or before June 26, to send their Christian and surnames, addresses. 
and descriptions, and the full particulars of the debentures held by them, anc 
the sums ¢. ed in respect thereof, to William Henry Davis, 39, Threadneedle 


st 
(Gazette, June 12.] 
CounTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Banks Mitt Corron Company, Limitep.—The Vice-Chancellor has fixed June 21 
at 11.30, at the offices of the District Registrar, Duchy chmbrs, Clarence st, 
Manchester, for the appointment of an official liquidator 


{ Gazette, June 8.) 
Frrenpiy Socreties Dissonvep. 
FRrenDiy Socrery, Castle Inn, Castle Bromwich, Warwick. June 4 
{ Gazette, June 8,} 
CUERDEN GREEN CO-OPERATIVE SocreTY, Luwrep, Cuecrden Green, Lancaster. 


une 7 
Souru-Wesr Essex FRiunpiy Buenuzrir Socizty, Leytonstone, Essex. June 7 
. { Gaaette, June 12,] 
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RECENT SALES, 

At the Stock and Share Auction and Advance Company’s (Limited) g 
held at their sale-room, Crown-court, Old Broad-street, E.C,, on the] 
inst., the following were among the prices obtained :—Ruby and Dunia 
berg, 1}$; Ruby and Dunderberg (new), 1%; Maxim {Weston Elgg 
Company, 5s.; State of Mexico Internal Stock, 7 per cent.; & 
Eastern (Brush) Electric Light and Power Company £5 shares, £1] 
paid, 2s. 6d.; South Devon United Copper Mines, 7s. ; Horse Shoc Mam 
facturing, 5s.; Jablochkoff Electric Light and Power Company, 
paid, 40s.; and other miscellaneous securities fetched fair prices. 4 

At the Auction Mart, on Monday last, Messrs. Humbert & Sons sold 
following shares at the prices mentioned below:—100 shares Equity 
Law Life Assurance Society (£6 paid) £21 2s. 6d. per share; 350 
Law Union Company (12s. paid) £3 5s. per share; and £805 stocking 
Law Reversionary Interest Society, £118 per cent. 








SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


June 13.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & BovsFIep, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., F 
Estate and Ground Lease (see advertisement, June 9, p. 544). : 
June 15.—Mr. HEDGER, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold perty (see iN 
tisement, this week, p. 15). : 
June 18,—Mr. EIcKE, at the Mart, at 1 p.m,, Leasehold Properties (see adver 
ment, this week, p. 15). 
June 18.—Mr. ALFRED SAVILL, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Property§ 
advertisement, this week, p. 8). : 
June 19.—Messrs. DRIVER & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Property 
advertisement, June 2, p. 4). : 
June 20.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER, at Tulsell 
at 11 for 12 a.m., Furniture (see advertisement, this week, p. 12). a 
June 20.—Messrs. EDWIN Fox & BOUSFIELD, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., | 
Building Site (see advertisement, this week, p. 5). ae 
June 20.—Messrs. E, & H, LUMLEY, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold and Lam 
hold oa see advertisement, this week, p. 5). ra 
June 21.—Messrs. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, OLARK, & Co., at the Mart, at 29s 
Freehold and Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, this w: p. 2). 
June 21.—Messrs. C. D. FreLD & Sons, at the Mart. hold 
Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, this week, p. 6). 
June 21.—Messrs. E. & H. LUMLEY, at Edgware, at 2 p.m., 


Meadow Hay 
advertisement, this week, p. 6). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


B . 
THompson.—June 11, at Penarth, near Cardiff, the wife of Geo. Carslake Tha 
son, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. i 


GE. , 
SquaREY—PERRIN.—June 9, at Bidston, Cheshire, Tucker Fulton Squarey, 0 
Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, to Elisabeth Ethel, daughter of E, H. 
Claughton, Cheshire. 


DEATHS. 
ASHMORE.—June 12, at 18, Radnor-place, Hyde-park, Fitz Roy Paley Ashmom® 
Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, aged 37. 
WALLACE.—May 19, at Capetown, Norris Edmund Wallace, barrister-at-law, — 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. « 
Frmay, June 8, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
One, John Fox, Kennington park rd, Grocer. Pet June 6. Brougham. 
19 at 11,30 
Gritten, William Hart, Laurence Pountney lane, Cannon st, Surveyor. 
6. Brougham, June 19 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Byrom, John William, Dalton, Huddersfield, Yarn Spinner. Pet June 6. Jone 
uddersfield, June 28 at 11 .. 
Hart, Henry, Withington, Gloucester, Gent. Pet June 5. Gale. Cheltenaig nH 
une 19 a ia 
Pyatt, John William, Birmingham, Wholesale Milliner, Pot Junc6, Cole. 9% 
mingham, June 27 at 2 mn 





Pet Jus 
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s, George, Hagley, Worcester. Pet June 4. Collis, Stourbridge, June 


jurrender in th 
wae Jo Gideon "Glamorgan Commission 
George Cardi, July 2 eet , 


oe Pet Jun 
mang 3 nge Ley, Swansea, Potato Merchants, Pet June 8. Jones, 
‘ ‘une 25 a 

Seaham Harbour, Durham, Hardware Dealer. Pet Junes8. Ellis. 


poe nd, June 26 at 12 
pa oseph, Birmingham, Baker. Pet June 7. Cole. Birmingham, June 26 


3, Benjamin, Guiseley, York, Manufacturer, Pet June 6, Marshall, 
Ll June 27 at 11 a 


TUESDAY, June 12, 1883, ; 
nan, Adolphus, ——— neat Liverpool, Storekeeper. June 8 

ohn, Liverpool, Grocer. June 8 

Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST rr OF + eae 
Fripay, June 8, 1 

John Charles, Red Hill, Surrey, Clothier, June 22 at $ at offices of Davies, 
L. Geo _ «Rae Lancaster, Hotel Keeper. June 21 at 11 at 

ont oak TemNEFANG Hotel, Abbey rd, Barrow in Furness. Taylor, 


or, ‘Thomas, —y ee Surrey, Farmer. June 25 at 2 at offices of Barber, St 


Sor, 
hin’s lane 
2, Francis William. Bquthend, Eanes, { Corn Chandler, June 20 ati2 at the 
h Hotel, Southend. Wood, Rochf 
m s, Ferryhill, hg, ‘ioe ne 20 at 11 at offices of Chapman, 
t ames, Balingdon, Essex, Matweaver. June 18 at 11.30 at offices of 
rare a st 8 udbury 


"Bradford, York, Wholesale Draper. June 21 at 10,30 at 
8, Godwin st Pradtord 
arah, Bridgnorth, oan, Téceased Victualler, June 21 at 12 at offices of 
St, 
wortichael, Dewsbury, York, Grocer, June 22 at 11 at offices of Staple- 
Union st, Dewsb 
fampbell, Neil Malcolm Orme, Leeds, Coal Merchant. June 20 at 11 at offices of 
mowdon and Meredith, East parade, Leeds 
rter, Charles, Kidderminster, Worcester, Hatter. June 20 at 3 at offices of 
Roden and pases, Bank bldgs, Kidderminster 
Q Manchester, 8 Manufacturer, June 22 at 4 at office of 
lag 1 Warburton; Norfolk st, Manchester 
arke, John Hutchinson, Liverpool, Coal Merchant. June 22 at 3 at office of 
Crosshall st, Liverpool 
Andrew, Salford, Lancaster, Bootmaker. June 20 at 3 at office of 


Durham, Grocers. June 22 at 
ie upon Tyne 


n nl ide, Hew a ancl York, Chemist. June 20 at 10.30 at office of Evans, 
D ip, James, Workin BS , Cumberland, Grocer. June 22 at 11 at office of 
= Old st, St Luke’ 8, Tailor. June 20 at 11 at office of Chilcott, St 


y, Bridge st, Wor! 
Wilham, Halstead, Essex, Cattle Dealer. June 19 at 2 at George Hotel, 
Halstead. Harris and Morton, Halstead 
isher, Thomas, Headless Worcester, Baker, June 22 at 11 at office of 
wen Te Church Green Kast ditch 
Thomas, Torisce, Licensed Victualler. June 25 at 3 at office of Cousins 
and Barbride Thomas st, Portsmouth 
Samuel \ Went Overton, Wilts, Farmer. June 23 at 3 at office of Boodle, 
tless st, MarlIborou; 
2, Alver: Wakgheid York, General Dealer. June 20 at 3.30 at office 








fartin 


Bayswater, Oilman. June 26 at 3 at office of Groom, 
ormwood st arte, Union a Old Broad st 
een soba. and John Willis Air, Ga: teshead, Drapers. June 19 at 11 at office of 
é Post ne chbrs, St Nicholas La, a ewcastle on Tyne 
James, and Thomas Banks, Tudh , Durham, Soda Water Manu- 
facturers. ' June 19 at 12 at Rose and oe otel, Market pl, Durham. Oliver, 
: se , Kennington Park rd, Jeweller. June 20 at 2 at office of Davis, 


‘az _ Peipeenatad, al, out of business. June 29 at 2 at Craven Hotel. 


Nakericld: Rog) Merchant’s Overlooker. June 22 at 3 at offices of 
Ba a and iam, Wak Wood st, Wakefield 
g Portsea, Fishmonger. June 19 at 4 at office of Whitehall, Union 


un, Ambleside, Westmorland, Carter. June 20 at 2 at County 
aettbatte. aide. Gatey Ambleside 
eath, Boot Upper Machinist. June 21 at 3 at office 
st, iene omy 


omas, —¥ Draper. June 20 at 3 at office of Grundy, Union st, 


Maidstone, Kent, Bruebmeher. , oune 25 at 8 at 22, City rd, 
Brown and Co, Finsbury pavem: 
Swansea, Glamorgan, Butcher. _ ae 18 at 11 at offices of Jelli- 


1, Sw 
rt, Hants, Builder. June 21 at 2 at the Law Institution, 
Ford and 8 Son 
oodhouse, Manchester, Tobacconist. dune 21 at 3 at the 
pl, Mauch chester. Alderson, Mancheste 7. 'v 
aB Nurse 
= ae vom ryman, June 26 at 3 at offices of Upperton 


dings, 
on A ait Leicester, Coal Merchant. June 21 at 3 at offices of 
ces 
mig aie York, zs Tan hreeper. June 22 ae 11 at the Commercial 
Leeds. and Senior, Wakefie 
hn, apreeeed, “Cabinet Maker. Faas 19 at 11 at offices of 


» Hi 
‘Mills, 01a ae ondcm oh Fin Fomioo, Fistare Dealer, June 22 at 11 at offices of 


gts yan Dewey York, Stock and Share Broker. June 21 
ond st, Dewsbury. Ridgway and Ridgway, 











rr SEES —— a a ae oe kw ss 


Tetalayy ene, Wine end Geb Benchiaik: Bes June 21 
0, Moorgate st buildings, Moorgate st. Mould, 
th, Devon, Provision Merchant. June 21 at 11 at office 


oe 
de, Theobald Fa, 1 a oer: June 5 at 3 at office 


Se wt Sawyer. June 29 at 3 at Railway 


Bingfield st, Caledonian rd, Fishmonger. June 25 at 3 at office of 
ru Rogers, Basing! hall st 
Picks zn, Birmingham, Machinist, June 14 at 11 at office of James, Temple 


st, B 
Pickles, Jo! hn, William, and David Pi unr, June 20 at2 at 
office of. of bey er gg mehr, Ng Sul ee he By po yee, Pre 
ent, Fredetie, § insviet ‘olk, Builder. ae at 4, Princes st, Ips- 
ac 
Po: mie, f Annie folarhy? Dencotr, York, Grocer. June 25 at 2.30 at office of Hall, 


Portlock, > oa bn Henry, Berefoni, Pontmaker, June 5 at office of Phillips, 1, 


8 st, Bristol, 

Pane. John Joseph, Fei Fenchurch at Bass Tedia Merchant. June 28 at 3 at office 
of Bradle 

Raves, Wiliam, Camt Cambridge fae rd, Mila End, Cheesemonger. June 28 at 2 at office 
0 olle: 

Reeve, W Wiliam, Buckd aie ciate: Mite June 28 at 12.30 at Market sq, St 


I oa ny Peete Castle, Kinmont gard w rd; out of business. June 
26 at 3 ne office "tuaon, oe ouverte st vt Fleet s a pean 
anes uabon, Denbigh, Farmer. une 21 at 12 at Coun’ 
xham Ry and Roberts, Ruthin y 
a Bale Fond rd, Dalston, Garter Manufacturer. June 22 at 3.at 
eapside 
Bristol, Plicensed Victualler. June 16 at 12 at Radnor Hotel, 


MS poe Jose Boe By oa Dambestand, Innkeeper. June 20 at 11 at office of 
Keever. pl 1, W: 
et "Gun Implement Forste. June 22 at 3 at office of 


Sembeock, John. 
Owen, Colmore a Birming’ 

Saunders, T Portog, Wing Merckens, Fyne 33 963 ob office of Edmonds and 
Clark, St Tesi st, Portsea. King, P. 

Sim: pson, Geo , Normanton, York, ¥ ate June 18 at3 at office of Burton, 

efie 

Smart, J: ohn William, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, Bootmaker, June 21 at 3 at 
Grand Hotel, Broad’ st, Bristol. Nalder, Shepton Mallet 

Baaith, Joseph, Ce itenham, Gloucester, Painter. June 16 at 12at 2, Regent st, 


Potter 
Sneath, Thomas Dixon, Newark upon Trent, Nostingbem , Chemist. June 21 at1 
at Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Pratt odgkinsons, Newark upon 


t 

Sugden, Watson, Bridlington, York, Bookseller. June 20 at 2at Griffin Hotel, 
Boar lane, Leeds. Cooper, Bridlington 

Tanse , Charles, Airetee Derby, er. June 22 at 3 at office of Thurman and 


Slack, High st, Alfreton 
Taylor, Williaa Ht Henry, an, Costume Manufacturer. July 2 at 2 at Guild- 
therm Gresham st. Beard, Basinghall st 

Thomas, Haney, Liverpool, Builder. June ne 31 at 2 at office of Fowler, South Castle 
st, Live 

Thornton, am Nateby. nr Garstang, Lancaster, Farmer, June 21 at 11 at 
office of Clarke, Lune st, Preston 

Treharne, William, Swansea, Glamorgan, Tailor and Draper. June 18 at 3 at office 
of Thomas, York pl, Swansea 

Trotman, Edwin, Cardiff, hog a = Carpenter. June 18 at 11 at Spread Eagle 
Hotel, Gloucester, Ji ageer, Birmingham 
ard, Willi ennington lane, Lambeth, Pork Butcher, June 21 at 3 
at office of Barnard, Westminster Bri rd, Lambeth 

Watson, Joseph Brown, Newcastle upon e, Beerhouse Keeper. June 20at 11 
at office ot eenlyside and Co, St John’s chbrs, Grainger st West, New 


upon 

Wi 7. Emanuel Normanton, York, Blacksmith. June 20 at 3 at office of 
Burton, Wood st. Wakefield 

Wilshire, Henry, Packington; st. Islington, Fruiterer. June 15 at 2 at office of 
Holroyde Chancery lane 

illiam, Altofts, near Wakefield, York, Grocer. June 22 at Sat offices of 
Lake, King st, Wakefield 

Winser, Frank, Gt Dover st, Borough, Ostrich Feather Mapshant. June 28 at 2 
at offices of Blachford and. Co, Abchurch lane, Cannon s 

Worrall, William, Whitley Superior, Chester, Blacksmith, June 21 at 3 at offices 
of Brook, Lyme st, Warrington 


TUESDAY, June 12, 1883. 

Allanson, Thomas, Brotton in Cleveland, York, Grocer. June 25 at 11 at 134, 
High st, Stockton on Tees 

Allcock, Matthew John, pa Comber, Surrey Builder, June 21 at 12 at Upper 
Ship Hotel, Duke st, Re: dier. itoke 

Askew, J ohn, Yarwell, N orthampton, out of business. June 26 at 10 at office of 
Hart, Priestgate, Peterborou ugh 

Barnett, Gooene. Manchester, Dealer in Paper Hangings. June 25 at 3 at office of 
Boote and Edgar, Booth st, Manchester 

Batchelor, Thomas, Alverstoke, Hants, Blacksmith. June 26 at 12 at 145, Cheap- 
side. Bramsdon, Portsea 

Bentley, William, and Haxby Bentley, Scotton Mills, nr _Knareshorough, York, 
a Spinners. * June 2 at 11.30 at office of Bateson’ po Hutchinson, w= 


Bhise. ood, Frederick, Vigo st, Regent st, Woollen Draper. July 3at 2 at Cannon 
st otel, Cannon st. orley and Shi , Gresham house, Old Broad st 

Biggs, Charles, St Albans, Hertford, Lodging ng House Recpes- dune 27 at4 at 
oftice of Rayer and Menor y, Broad st bldgs, Liverpool st 

Bloor, James, Burslem, 8 , Grocer. June 23 at 11 at office of Heath, Cheap- 
side, 


Hanley 

Brookes, Edwin, Swinton, Lancaster, Grocer. June 27 = 3 at office of White, 
Bank pl, St Phillip’ $sq, Salford. Tremewen, Manch: 

Bryson, 7 ‘ohn, Bish “4 Auckland, ae Merchant. June 28 8 at 11 at office of Maw, 
pean Market pl, Bishop Aucklan: 

Chapman, Thomas, Sunderland, “cabinet Maker. June 19 at 1, Gresham bidgs, 
Basinghall st Gn lieu of place originally named) 

Chastelain, Adolphe Phi De, Guilford st, Russell sq, house kee 
June 21 at 3 at office of Yorke and Wharton, Chapel st, Gt James a % 
row 

Clark, Thomas William, Gt aera Fishing Vesse . Overt, June 25 at 4 at 
offices of Stephenson and Mountain Bethlehem st, at Grimsby 

Clarke, Goceme, Tabernacle walk, Boot Manufacturer. June % at 3 at office of 
Palmer and Co, Railway approach, London bridge. Boardman and Co, Victoria 
House, Trinit; 

— Frederick, ERG eerttond, Reser, oem 26 at 12 at Elephant and 

ie Ho yen an rts. 
callings Joseph, oe iy ey Builder. June 2% at 3 at Saracen’s Head 
High st South, Dunstable. Middleton and 
Conkey, ’ Gecrge, Catlislo, B Boot Maker. June 25 at 11 at office of Johnson, Bank 
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Crockatt, John, Llandudno 1 aoa Victualler. June 27 at 2 at office of Cham- Richmond, makers, 3 : Sues, Boot Maker. June 27 at 12 at office of 
pene md aha st, Llan marsh, Museum st, rch , Ipswich Tite. 
Doolittle, Thomas Arthur, ‘Liverpool, Coal Merchant. June 26 at 3 at office of | Roberts, Robert, ‘on, Grocer. June 26 at lat Grosvenor Hota, 
Harrison, Orange ct. Live Chester. Jones and Sone ones. Portmnadioc 
Embleton, Thomas, New: le a Tyne, Grocer. June 28 at 11 at office of | Rolls, Charles , Oxford, Licensed Victualler. June 39 at1at Bull Hote, 
Duncan and Duncan, Market pl, South Shields Market Rak Fairford. ‘Wilmot, Eairford 
Far’ Robert, Manchester, Hotel Keeper. June 25 at 11 at office of Bowden Rass, Re Bangor, Carnarvon, Tailor. June 30at 12 at Mitre Hotel, Cath. 
and Walker, King st, Manchester dal gates, ten, Manchent ster. Owen, or 
Ferrier, George, Macstee, , Glamorgan, Grocer. June 29 at 1 at Royal Hotel,Cardiff. Sayer, al ham, Baker. June 27 at 3 at office of O’Connor, Bennett, 


Frankland, Francis John, Dudley, Worcester, Civil Engineer. June 22 at 3 at 
—, of Tinsley, Priory st, Dudley 

Frost, Edgar Emanuel, Hornsey mid Holloway, Baker. July 2 at 2 at office of 
Wate s Serjeants’ inn, Temple 

Gater, James, Fulham rd, Grocer. June 29 at 3 at office of Harvey and Co, 


Edward Burberry, Leleester, Hay Dealer. June 27 at 3 at office of 


Curtis, Halford st. Leiceste: 
Graham, Thomas. ton cod on Hull, Plumber. June 27 at 12 at office of 
en Temple b m upon Hull 
y, Edward, Stourb: , Worcester, Licensed Victualler. June 22 at 11 at 
oRion chbrs, Bice st, ge, Woroost Collis, Stourbridge 
Gray, Robert, — bury, Horse 





Dealer. June 30 at 12 at office of McCarthy, 
Grimes "Rusteenin Toile, Whitecha: Pewte: J 25 at 2 at office of 
quis and Co, Coleman ‘st debiadeutcuetumtariccdicts 


Julius, Lindfield, Sussex, Coachbuilder. June 28 at 12 at office of Pollard, 
Oinee Al Albert st, Brighto fon " 


Harbour, Jacob, Torquay, Devon. Carver. June 22 at 11 at Charing Cross Hotel, 


Strand. Hooper and Wollen, Torquay 
Harris, chester, Money Lender. June 28 at Sat office of Blakeway 
and Chambers,’ te, Manceester 


Hartshorne, Henry Job, Longto’ Stafford, Hosier. June 26 at 2 at office of 
Sword, Cheapside, Hanle ” 
Roger, Liverpool, Grocer. June 26 at 3 at office of Hughes and Reay, 
n Liverpool. Dodge and Phipps, Liverpool 
Wilktam. jun, Eccles, caster, oy Dealer. June 22 at 3 at office of 
pson and Price, Princes st, Albert sq, Birmingham 
emir L seen Sussex, Baker. June 25 at 3 at office of Lamb and 
bert, Gracehurch a Iron and Commission Merchant. June 28 at 
8 at office of Patience, Cheapsi 
Hill, William Henry, Birming 
Jaques, =. Temple row, Birmingham 
Hillier. 0) bape gy wer; Gloucester, Yeoman. June 22 at 11 at office 


of Weare, John st 
Bie veth, Manchester, Confectioner. June 23 at 10 at office 


Cla; 
Hea’ 


S, Commmiasion Agent. June 22 at 3 at office of 


ee 
nm, Princess st, Manchester 
Holt, Al Northampton, Watchmaker. June 30 at 2at County Court Office, 
rumphi , Northampton. Sheppard, Towcester 

Hone ies,"J ohn Rowland, Ironbridge, Salop, Grocer. June “a at 1.30 at Law 
satan’ fetter Ucn Be Saa Gakane sae Tae 

m, Reuben, Sheffie t ffi f 

Porrett, Bank st, Sheffield —_ ss une 25 at 12 at 0 ahi 

J omeen, Rommel Siubcite, Halites, Peflor. June 30 at 8 at office of Rhodes, Com- 


Jones, Alexander, High st, Shoreditch, Merchant Tailor. June 27 at 3 at office of 
oni , Bucklersbury 


Jones. E ward, Northampton, Bows Manufacturer. June 22 at 3 ffi f 
ndrew, Market £4. Northampto a at office o: 
1 


Jones, Elvira, and William Davis _ al Cardiff, Tobacconists, June 27 at 11 at 
office of Thomas, New inn. Strand. Morgan 


Jones, Bere. Bridgend. Glamorgan, Auctioneer. June 25 at2at York Hotel, 
Bridgend. Stockwood, jun, Bridgend 


Jones, William Conway, Ironmonger. July 3 at 2 at B 
rank taoe oe ge’ uly 3 a at British Hotel, Bangor. 


Kay, Amelia, a nnaten, Beerseller. June 25 at 3 at office of Chew and Son, Swan 
st, Mancheste: 


Keal, ey: Sutton, Builder. July 3 at 3 at 12, Basinghall st. Medcalf, Union 





ct, O) 
ms Daniel, Mossley, York, Stonemason. June 17 at 3 at office of Jackson, 


hton under der Lyne 
Lance, Walter, Birming! per. June 29 at 1 at Colmore Estate Sale Rooms, 





Newhall jirmingham. "Johnson and Co Co 
Ann. verpool, Curri 
Thompson. Birkenhead s er. June 28 at 3 at 14, Cook st. Liverpool. 
Lenton, » Lalocster, t M 
Market st, Leiceste oot Manufacturer. June 26 at 12 at office of Shires, 
Lomas, 


William, Blackley, nr Manchester, Provision Dealer. June 26 at 3 at 
office by Bes armen pad Deven, Toe Yr cesesinatbee 
me estbury-on- iter, F 

of Sibly and ag ee ‘Exchange West, Bristol a SE ae te 
M ey Wormwood st, Publisher. June 28 at 2 at Masons’ Hall 
inghall st. Rooks and Co, King * Cheapside 
Miller, John, Little Secughoon, Cumberland, Licensed Victualler. June 25 at 3 

at office of J oslen, Pow st, Workington 
— ee Chester, Farmer. June 26 at 2 at Royal Hotel, Crewe. 
Mist, Charles Henry, Sittingbourne, Cement Manufacturer. 

Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Aird, Brabant ct, Philpot lane 
Mitchell, ras Johnson, Elland, York, Card Maker. June 25 at 3 at office of 
Wy — at 0, Buxton rd, , Huddersfield 

’ » Horsham, Sussex, Ironmon July 3 at 3 at office 
and Co, Cheapside. Bedford and eoeen Morshens “yarn enariues 


Mowl, George, rg oe East, Tailor. June 27 at 3 at office of Archer, 


East, 
Mudd, Thomas, Praed st, Paddin . er, , i 
St Helen’s pl’ Bisho Soaks ot wien Draper, June 25 at 3 at office of Bridger, 


ezer, B § 4 . 
— Gell, Shin Ship st, Brighton ussex, Builder. June 26 at 12 at office of Freeman 
ilies, George _ nm, Jarrow, Durham, Grocer. June 25 at 3 at office of New- 


nds, Ellison arrow 
Molter, Samuel, Birmingham, Beer Retailer. June 22 at 12 at office of Parry, 


irming’ 
oy: Bonenhan Shi nipkey, nr Bradford, Plumber. June 20 at 11 at office of Single- 


Osmond, Henry, Bath, Baker. June 22at 12 at office of Shum, Union st, Bath 
Peverelle, J and John + ’ 
pit Midland te B Hawkes ie eminghem, Merchants. June 21 at 8 
PSs, ile irmingham 
June 22 at 11 at office of ekean! — Boot and Ghoe Manufsoturer. 


Phillips, Mary £.n, Job William Philli 1 7 
Stam: tamper. June 29 at 11 at office of Vaneian, Willeokalt ees rane 
Fresec® a i Bishop's Hull, nr Taunton, Somerset, Innkeeper. June 25 at 2.30 
Piet ~seta thin Den 
Roberts, Reco 


June 28 at 3 at 


st, Taunton 


ty Wuthin ibigh, Grocer. June 23 at 2.30 at office of Lloyd and 
Quain, Robe er Arasira Leadenhall st, beat Ae 
a a st, Sani — gl June 29 at 3 at 















gtile Robert a South Shields, |Durham, Tobacconist. June 20 ating 
nee of Cott XS a eoute, York, Slater. June 20 at 2at ffice ot Bern 
e gate, Yor! r, June at2at o 
mce st, Manchester " 
Simons, William Selick, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. June 21 at 12 at officey 
Essery, oped *) Bristol 
Simpson, ag Durham, Mace and roan Merchant. June 26 atiig 


11 at office reer ee oniscliffe Dar! 
Singicton, Joseph, and Heardiey Singleton, Deighton, nr {Huddersficld, Yor, 
1 Jo Yorn Spinners. June 27 at 3 at Woolpack Inn, Buxton ri, 
efield 
ur, Paternoster row, Commission Agent. June 27 at igg 
145, Cheapside. Morley 
Smijth Sir William Bowyer, Twineham, Sussex, Bart. June 26 at 3 at office q 
Sowton, Bedford row. Buckwell, Brighton 
Souter, Ji ey pans a Spring Van Maker. June 25 at 3 at office of Bul 

























Portland st, Southam: 

Sterne, Henry, Fenn = Bucks, Brush "Manufacturer. Jays 2 at ll 
Park Hotel, Ble ley rd, ronny Stratford. — Fenny Stratford 

Storey, J ames, an uncton, Norfolk, Carpenter. June 26 at 3 at GlobeH 
King’s 4 peman, Downham Market 

Taxgest, He Eewood. yo Baker. a une 25 at 12 at George Hotel, Rin. 


and Gater, Salis 
Tarrant, 3 Notder an Linton | Dovises. Miller. June 25 at 1, Abbey st, Bath, inlig 


of originally nam 
wae Cardiff, Builder. June 26 at 3 at 19, Duke st, Cardiff. Gritig 
ani orbett. 
, Salop, Farmer. June 29 at 12 at Charlton 
“ey ” Wellington Ant 


Thomas, Robert, oe oa 
Hotel, Wellington. 

Teompson, Thomas — w, Kingston-upon-Hull, Architect. June 25 at ig 
oftice of Law Rociety, lanedn's inn bldgs, Bowlalley lane, Kingston upon Hil 

Fpeapen, William Hyde, Hornsea, York, Auctioneer. June 25 at 12 at office ¢ 
Law ty Lincoln’s inn bldgs, Bowlalley lane, Kingston upon Hull. Pre 

Todhunter, William, Accrington, Lancaster, Tailor. June 28 at 3 at office of Hall 
Queen st Accrington 

Trotman, Edwin Cardiff, Cuspenter, June 18 at County Court Offices, Cariif} 
(in lieu of i originally n med) 

Trowles, Joshua, Church st, "Stoke Sewingbon, Baker. June 21 at 11 at office 
Warriner and Cross, New Bridge st 

Tupman, Aaron, Chesterfield, General Dealer. June 23 at 8 at office of Gee, Hig 
st, Chesterfield 

Walker, William, Drayton Parslow, Buckingham, Shoe Manufacturer. Julyif: 

3 at Park Hotel, Bletchley rd, vomy Stratford. Smith, Fenny Stratford 

Ward, Daniel, Cottenham, Cambridge, Miller. June 26 at 3 at office of Gina 
Matthew, St Andrew’s st, Cambridge 

Ward, Joseph Turner, Wakefield, Tankeeper. June 26 at 11 at office of E ‘ 
Barstow Me bags oe 

Weaving, lar! les, King’s Horton, he aga Grocer. June 26 at 3 at of 
Buller and Co, Bennett’s hill, Birmin: 

Westlake, Alfred, High st, Lower Norwood, Clothier. June 22 at 3 at offied 
Anderson, Tronmonger lane, Faia gy 

Whichelow, Alfred, Gra: , Bermondsey. Skin presi, June 29 atts 
Masons’ Hall Tavern, Basin shall ‘st. Ricketts, King’s Cross 

N pene, iti mpg ote Brighton, Watchmaker. June 21 at 3 rs office of Schur 

iddle st, Brighton 

Wil Thomas, Rotherham, York, Boot Maker. June 27 at 11 at offied 
hompecn. Moorgate st, Rotherham 

Wilkinson, Thomas, ‘Wellingborough, Sewing Machine Proprietor. etor. Rj une 26 at 
at Wellington Hotel, Leicester. Sharman and Jackson, 

Williams, John Vaug’ iberis, reeves. » SaNaee June 26 is 2 at Qua 

Railway Thabo, ¢ Chester. Sale and Co, Man: 
Williams, Will , Lianelly, Carmarthen, , Agent. June% 
11 at office of Trowell, |. Stepney st, Lian 

Winterburn, William, Ilkeston, Derby, Bont Dealer, June 26 at 3 at offied 

Leman, heh cco | st, Long row, Nottingham. Martin, Nottingham 

Wood, Robert, Finsbury pavement, Commission Agent. ar; ine 19 at 12 at office 


Behrend, Bucklersbury 
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